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CURRENT TOPICS, 


WE PRINT ELSEWHERE amended rules made by the 
Incorporated Law Society for the Honours Examination. 
In the rules made in March last year it was provided 
that this examination shall ‘‘ only be open to candidates 
who should not have completed their twenty-sixth year.” 
Rule 6 sow provides that ‘“‘the Honours Examination 
_ shall be open to all candidates without reference to 
j age.” 





- . TuHeRe is EVERY PROBABILITY that the common law 
_ judges’ chambers in the Royal Courts of Justice will not 
_ be occupied for some time. The amount of work re- 
quired to fit the rooms for oceupation it is estimated 
€annot be done in less than six weeks; and judging 
from the present slow rate of progress this time may 


| Possibly be exceeded, 





Ir 1s unpeRstoop that the Lord Chancellor has sent 
to the Benchers of the Inns of Court, copies of a draft 
Bill, relating to the admittance as members of the Inns 


‘| restriction on the access of solicitors to the Bar, 





Of Court of solicitors of five years’ standing, and their 
Call to the Bar, on passing the Bar final examination. 
It should be obvious that since the provision in the 
Solicitors’ Act, 1877, altered a statutory provision, by 
enabling barristers of five years’ standing to be admitted 
as solicitors on passing the solicitors’ final examination, — 
it-is unjust to deny a like concession to the. solicitors, 

by altering a mere Bar regulation. The practical result 
would probably, for some time at least, be small, and 

a response on the Benchers’ part to the invitation of the 

Incorporated Law Society, now seconded by the Lord 

Chancellor, to make 2 reciprocal amendment of their 

will be 

more advantageous to them than the legislation which 

must, sooner or later come, is likely to be, 





Tue Soutcirors’ Remuneration Brit, which we print 
elsewhere, is a little obscure in one respect. It lays 
down principles, for the guidance of the learned judges 
who are to make general orders, as to the amount 
of solicitors’ remuneration in conveyancing matters, 
but it apparently leaves the judges open to follow their 
own will as to the mode in which remuneration shall be 
given. The judges may ‘‘regulate ” remuneration 
according to all or any of six ‘“‘ considerations,” namely :— 
“The position of the party for whom the solicitor is 
concerned in any business—that is, whether as vendor or 
as purchaser, lessor or lessee, mortgagor or mortgagee, 
and the like: the place, district, and circumstances at or 
in which the business or part thereof is transacted: the 
amount of the capital money or of the rent to which 
the business relates: the skill, labour, and responsi- 
bility involved therein on the part of the solicitor: 
the number and importance of the documents pre- 
pared or perused, without regard to length: and 
the average or ordinary remuneration obtained by 
solicitors in like business at the passing of this Act.” 
But they may ‘‘ prescribe remuneration according to a 
scale of rates of commission or percentage, varying or 
not in different classes of business, or by a gross sum, 
or by a fixed sum for each document prepared or perused, 
without regard to length, or in any other mode, or 
partly in one mode and partly in another, or others.” 
Some explanation would seem to be desirable on this point. 
It is to be observed that it is also optional with the 
learned judges to make orders as to remuneration, or to 
refrain from making them. ‘‘ They may from time to 
time make orders,’ &c. When once orders are made 
prescribing remuneration by a rate of commission or per- 
centage, no agreement is to be valid enabling the 
solicitor to recover any greater amount from the client 
than the amount prescribed. The action of the pro- 
fession in view of this measure would seem to be clear. 
The president of the Incorporated Law Society for the 
time being ought in justice to be added to the committee 
authorized to make general orders under the Act, and 
the local law societies throughout the country should 
come to an agreement with the metropolitan society as 
to the scale to be recommended. 


A roint of considerable difficulty was discussed by 
the Court of Appeal last week in a case of Ex parte Jay. 
‘ very usual provision in contracts with builders is that, 

n the event of the builder becoming bankr 
baling mates ho a ena he has brought on ¢. 
forfeited to the Iandowner or employer. Is such @ pro- 


vision contrary to the policy of the bankruptcy law ? 
n the case in question an agreement for a building 
lease, containing the usual clauses, also provided that until 
leases should be granted of the houses to be built, the 
lessee should hold the premises, subject to payment of 
the rent and the observance and performance of the 
stipulations on his part contained in the agreement, and 
subject to the power of distress and entry, “in default 
of any of the stipulations on his part, or on his becom- 
19 
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ing bankrupt or insolvent or assigning over his estate 
and effects for the benefit of his creditors, in either 
of which cases all improvements and materials on the 
land which shall not have been actually demised to H., 
shall be absolutely forfeited to M., but without preju- 
dice to any right of action which may have accrued to 
her under this agreement (which is not to be construed 
as an actual demise), and M. is to be at liberty to re- 
enter and take possession of the ground and materials, 
without any formal proceeding, and to relet or sell the 
same to any person, or otherwise use and enjoy the same 
as fully asif this agreement had never been entered into.” 


In January, 1879, H. filed a liquidation petition. The 
houses had not then been all completed, and there was a 


large quantity of building materials on ihe land, which 
he erates tthe Tiquidation claimed, and the question 
of She VaNGIty ot the proviso for ferfeloure thus arose. 
The “Wintes executed + disclaimer of the agrosm agreement. 
The debtor had duly observed and performed all the 
stipulations contained in the agreement down to the 
time of the filing of the petition. The Chief Judge held 
that_the proviso was valid, and that the lessor_was 
entitled to the materials, conceiving that the case was 
governed by Brown v. Bateman (15 W.R. 350, L. R. 2 
C. P. 272), and Ex parte Dickin (25 W. R. 258, L. R. 4 


Ch. D. 524). The Court of Appeal, however, beld 
that the ision was void as being contrary to the 
policy of the bankrupt law, upon the principle of such 
cases as Ha e Mackay (21 W. R. 664, L. R. 8 Ch. 
673) and Ex parte Williams (26 W. R. 274, L. R. 7 Ch. 
D. 138). It is to be observed, however, that Lord Justice 
Cotton said that Brown v. Bateman and Ex parte Dickin 
were distinguishable, the ground of the decision in 
both of them being that the effect of the agreement was 
to give the landlord ai equitable Interest in, or a lien 
ote the chattels rom he dave-of Te agreement pnd 
efore bankru was contem 


lon plated; the power 








an attels being only a 





given t 


consequence of the interest previously conferred upon 
him. The lesson of the case Is therefore, in drawing 
building contracts, to adopt the form of clause set out 


in the report of Ex parte Dickin. 





A GENERAL ORDER has been made by the Lord 
Chancellor, with the concurrence of the Chancery Judges 
and the Commissioners of the Treasury, empowering the 
Chancery Paymaster to consent to the conversion into 
India Four per Cent. Stock of all India Five per Cent 
Stock on Ist of March last standing to the credit of 
suitors. This order was only made on February 25, and 
it is to be feared that it was not in time to prevent ex- 
pense being incurred by individual suitors in applying 
for special orders to the like effect with reference to funds 
standing to the credit of particular suits. We believe, 
in fact, that many such orders have been made in 
chambers during the last six weeks. The amount of 
India Five per Cent. Stock in the paymaster’s books at the 
date of the last return was £662,954 2s. 1d. 





Ovr reapers will observe in another column an order 
for the transfer of thirty-five causes from the list of the 
Master of the Rolls to that of Vice-Chancellor Bacon, 
and for the purpose of trial or hearing only, to Mr. Jus- 
tice Fry. None of the causes transferred will be placed 
in the paper for hearing before next Monday, except by 
consent of all parties. 





Lord Clinton has resigned office as a Charity Commissioner, 
the period for which he was originally appointed in 1875 
heving expired. 

On the 27th ult., in the House of Commons, petitions were 
presented by Mr, Marten, from 26 firms of solicitors practising 
in and near Bedford-row, London, in favour of the Leases 
Bill. und from Mr, E. F. Fox, F. Gearey, and another, to the 
same effect. 





THE LORD CHANCELLORS LAND BILIs, 
I. 


‘Wuarever may be thought of the provisions of the three 
Bills which the Lord Chancellor has laid before the 
House of Lords, there can, we think, be but one opinion 
as to the mode in which they are drafted. The 
language is, generally speaking, clear and precise, and 
the arrangement of matter methodical. It may probably 
be safely predicted that, as far as expression goes, little: 
trouble will be given to the courts in interpreting these 
measures, and any criticisms we may offer as to apparent 
defects in this respect, must not be taken as detracting 
from the great praise justly due for the care with which 
the measures have been framed. 

We propose to commence our consideration of these 
Bills with the Conveyancing and Law of Property Bill, 
because this, combined with the Solicitors Remuneration 
Bill, will need the most careful attention of our readers, 
Taking the Bill, for the present, in the order of the 
sections, we come first upon the provisions relating to 
conditions of sale. Unless these provisions are excluded, 
certain conditions are to be implied in all contracts for 
sale of ‘‘land” entered into after the commencement of 
the Act. We may remark in passing that-there is no inter- 
pretation of the word ‘‘ land,’ and as this word is used 
in clause 8 in contradistinction from “land with houses 
thereon,’’ a question may possibly be raised as to its mean- 
ing in clause 3. The section proceeds to extend the first 
rule of section 2 of the Vendor and Purchaser Act, 1874, 
so as to provide for the non-production of the leasehold 
titleona contract to assign asub-lease. There are also to 
be implied (1) a stringent condition against the produc- 
tion or investigation of title prior to the time of com. 
mencement of title, and (2) the condition making the last. 
receipt for rent evidence of performance of covenants. 
This last condition appears to be defectively expressed. It 
provides that “the receipt for the last paymentdue for rent 
under the lease . . . shall be accepted, &c.” The 
“last payment due for rent under the lease” will, 
not be due until the end of the lease. Of course, 
what is meant is the receipt for the last payment 
of rent, accrued previously to the completion of the pur- 
chase ; why then should not this be stated ? The next 
condition to beimpliedis that with reference to the expenses 
of production and inspection, &c. ; and this throws on the 
purchaser the costs of copies of documents, &c., not in 
the vendor’s possession, or in the vendor's possession, 
but not to be delivered to the purchaser,’ thereby 
implying that the vendor is to furnish, at his own cost,. 
copies of documents, &c., which are to be delivered to the: 
purchaser. We submit that this is not in accordance with 
the ordinary practice, and will lead to the exclusion of 
this rule from contracts of sale. The remaining implied 
condition is the ordinary one negativing the right of the 
purchaser of two or more lots, held under the same title, 
to more than one abstract of the common title. As. 
regards all these conditions, subject to the above observa- 
tions, there seems to be no reason why they should not 
be implied, instead of being expressed in every contract 
of sale of land. We should have been disposed to go- 
even further and include more of the ordinary conditions 
in the list of those to be implied. 

We come next to a provision of considerable import- 
ance, applicable to purchases made after the commence- 
ment of the Act. There is no doubt that money is often 
wasted in investigating afresh titles which have quite 
recently undergone scrutiny, but, on the other hand, it is 


,obvious that unless you know what were the conditions 


of sale relating to the title on the previous occasion, what 
abstract was furnished, and Whether any, and, if avy, 
what difficulties as to title were waived by the then 
purchaser, you are not in a position to safely dispense 
with a fresh investigation. ‘lo say that because some 
abstract relating to the property has been perused at 
some previous time, sufficient protection is afforded to 
the present purchaser as to the title down to the time of 













é three 
re the 
Opinion, 

The 


e, and 
robably 
3, little 
these 
parent 
racting 
which 


E these 
y Bill, 
eration 
eaders, 
of the 
ing to 
luded, 
sts for 
ent of 
inter- 
8 used 
houses 
mean. 
e first. 
1874, 
ehold 
1s0 to 
oduc- 
com. 
e last. 
ants, 
d. It 
rrent 
The 
will, 
urse, 
ment. 
pur- 
next 
2nses 
n the 
ot in 
siou, 
reby 
cost,. 
» the: 
with 
n of 
lied 
the 
‘itle, 
As. 


rva~ 
not 
ract 
) gov 
ions. 


ort- 
1ce* 
‘ten 
lite: 
t is 
ons 
hat 





"March 6, 1880. 


SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 341 











= 


ous investigation, is absurd. The Bill proposes 


to provide (clause 4), that :— 


“Where the solicitor of a purchaser finds that the title 
shown to the property purchased has been previously 
investigated and accepted on behalf of a purchaser through 
whom the title is deduced, it is hereby declared to be in 
the discretion of the solicitor to dispense with further 
examination or investigation of the title so previously 
investigated and accepted ; and a solicitor so dispensing 
shall not be answerable in respect of any loss that may 
arise thereby. Where the solicitor is acting for trustees 
the trustees algo shall not be answerable as aforesaid.” 


Now, upon this provision we have to observe that if it 
is passed into law in its present shape it will be rather a 
trap for incautious solicitors. In order to escape respon- 
sibility for omitting to investigate the title, the pur- 
chaser’s solicitor will have to prove and fo preserve 
evidence that all the title now shown to the property 
purchased was investigated on behalf of the previous pur- 
chaser. He cannot apparently do this without first ac- 
quainting himself with the title now shown, and then 
requiring to be furnished with and examining the abstract 
investigated on the previous purchase. The word 
“purchaser,” we may observe, by the interpretation 
clause, includes a mortgagee. 

The next clause will, we think, be generally welcomed. 
It provides, in effect, that searches for judgments, &c., 
shall be made by the office, and not by the purchaser's 
solicitor, and that the certificate setting forth the result 
of the search “shall be, in favour of a purchaser, con- 
clusive, affirmatively, or negatively, as the case may be, 
respecting the entries or the inrolments in the office.” 
That is to say, we take it, the purchaser holding the 
certificate of search will be secure, and the only remedy 
of the incumbrancer against the office for mistakes will 
be to prosecute the officer for a misdemeanour, in case 
he can be proved to have been guilty of fraud, or 
collusion, or ‘‘ wilful negligence.” Note that the fees to 
be imposed in respect of these searches are to be “ con- 
curred in” by the Treasury, which probably means a 
considerable outlay by the purchaser in search fees. 

We come next to the provisions for shortening con- 
veyances. The first of these is the provision that general 
words shall be implied (clause 8), as to which we have 
nothing tosay, except that the general words to beimplied 
astoland do not include mines and minerals; these words 
will, therefore, still have to be added in conveyances, 
although they seem to have been overlooked in the 
“short form of conveyance’”’ in the schedule to the Act. 
Surely it would be better to include these words among 
the general words to be implied, and leave it to the 
grantor to show “a contrary intention” in the con- 
veyance if he does not intend to include mines 
and minerals. We observe, by the way, that in 
the ‘‘ short form” above referred to, the land is con- 
veyed to M., the purchaser, ‘‘to hold to M. in fee.” It 
is provided, by clause 53, that “deeds in the form of, 
and using the expressions in the forms given in the 
third schedule to this Act, . . . shall, as regards form 
and expression, be sufficient.” Sufficient for what pur- 
pose? We have not yet found any provision in the Act 
that a mere conveyance to M., “to hold to him in 
fee,” shall have the effect of a conveyance ‘unto 
and to the use” of M. Can this provision have slipped 
out ? Clause 44 renders the word ‘‘ grant” unnecessary, 
and clause 46 provides that it shall be sufficient 
in deeds executed after the commencement of the Act 
in the limitation of an estate in fee simple to use the 
words “in fee,” without the word “heirs”; and in the 
limitation of an estate in tail to use the words “in tail,” 
without the words ‘‘ heirs of the body.” Olauses 50 and 
51 render unnecessary the indorsed receipt for the con- 
sideration money, and clause 54 provides that a covenant 
or bond under seal shall bind the heirs and real estate as 
Well as the executors and administrators and personal 
estate of the person making it. Clause 55 provides 
that a covenant or bond made with two or more, jointly 








to do any act to them or for their benefit, shall be d2emed 
to include an obligation to do the act to or tor the 
benefit of the survivor or survivors of them, or any 
other person to whom the right to sue on the co eaant 
or bond devolves. And, lastly, clau:e 9 provides f r the 
implication of ordinary covenants for title or against 
incumbrances in conveyances and moctgag:s made atter 
the commencement of the Act. 








DAMAGES AGAINST RAILWAY COMPANTES., 


Tue question of the measure of damages in actions for 
compensation in respect of personal injuries has recently 
been brought prominently forward in the case of Phillips 
v. London and South-Western Railway Company (28 
W. R. 10, L. R. 5 Q. B. D. 73.) The topic has often 
been discussed in connection with actions against rail- 
way companies for personal injuries, but perhaps never 
more thoroughly than in the case to which we refer. In 
our opinion it is a tupic which railway companies are 
very foolish to bring before the public, for reasons 
which will hereafter appear. We recently referred to 
the facts of Phillips’ case. The plaintiff was a physican, 
making a very large income, who was so much injured 
in a railway accident as to render it impossible that he 
should ever pursue his profession again. In the first 
instance the jury awarded him £7,000. It was proved 
that he had been making an income of between £6,000 
and £7,000 a year, and had been disabled for a year 
before the action was brought. There were also heavy 
medical expenses, &c. The plaintiff moved for a new 
trial, on the ground of insufficient damages and mis- 
direction. The Divisional Court granted a new trial on 
the former ground, and their decision was confirmed by 
the Court of Appeal. A new trial was afterwards had, 
and the jury gave £16,000 damages. The defendants 
then moved for a new trial, on the ground of misdizec- 
tion as to the measure of damages, which was refused by 
the Divisional Court and the Court of Appeal. 

On the second motion for a new trial a very extra- 
ordinary attempt was made on the defendants’ behalf to 
bring the case within the principle of Hadley v. Baxen- 
dale, with regard to remoteness of damage. It was 
suggested that the damages arising from loss of a pro- 
fessional income—at any rate, of one of such an ex- 
ceptional character—could not be taken to have been 
reasonably within the contemplation of the parties when 
the contract of carriage was made. There is something 
positively grotesque about this argument. It is true 
that one of the arguments used in the cases, where the 
responsibilities of carriers have been discussed in con- 
nection with the doctrine of remoteness of damage, was 
that it would be a monstrous thing that a carrier, who 
only gets a certain small remuneration for the carriage 
of an article a certain distance, should, without any 
notice of the consequential damages that might ensue 
from its non-arrival, be half ruined by having to satisfy 
such damages. We doubt whether there may not b2 
some confusion of ideas in this way of putting the thing. 
The smallness of the remuneration, and the absence of 
notice, have no logical connection with one another, 
though they are both perhaps elements of hardship. We 
do not think that the law really can be supposed to take 
notice of the smallness of the remuneration. If I under- 
take to do a thing, cau the measure of damages for not 
doing it vary according to the amount of the remunera- 
tion I have received? The hardship of having to pay 
£16,000 damages on a contract, in respect of which ouly 
£1 is paid, may be a strong argument in favour of 
legislation, such as that of the Carriers Act, but it 
cannot, in our opinion, have anything to do with remote- 
ness of damage. The absence of contemplation of the 
exceptional damage by reason of absence of notice of its 
probability is really the governing element. It is a sor’ 
of equity that if a man is to be exposed to the pay- 
ment of exceptional damage beyond what he could 
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reasonably contemplate from the apparent nature of the 
case, he shali have notice, so ‘that he may use more than 
ordinary diligence and ‘care if he chooses to do so. This 
is a most obvious principle, and is not‘confined, of course, 
to the case of carriers only. Hundreds of cases might 
be put, which, not only to the lawyer, but to every 
sensible person, would at once demonstrate the necessity 
of some such qualification of the general rule that the 
party damaged by a breach of contract is entitled to be 
put, as far as possible, in the same position as if the con- 
tract had been fulfilled. But the principle of remoteness 
of damage does not, we imagine, depend on any pro- 
portion between the amount of the consideration and 
the damages. It is not because damage is large in 
amount merely that it is taken not to have been con- 
templated, but because it is of an exceptional kind. We 
take it that a railway company would be bound to pay 
damages in many cases of carriage of goods much larger 
in amount than they had any reason to know would be 
the result of their failure to carry, provided such 
damages were of the kind that they must have con- 
templated. The railway company in the case of passengers 
know perfectly well that they are, or may be, carrying 
persons of large professional income, as well as artizans 
and day labourers. There is nothing whatever extra- 
ordinary in kind in the damages claimed for loss of pro- 
fessional income. Such damages are necessarily in con- 
templation of the parties as a result of the breach of the 
contract to carry with due care. All that can be said is 
that the railway company do not, in any particular case, 
know the amount of damage they may incur. It seems 
quite hopeless to suggest that the case comes within the 
tests of remoteness of damage laid down in the various 
decisions on the subject. 

There is, no doubt, a great deal of difficulty with 
regard to the mode of estimating damages.in actions for 
personal injuries, and, practically speaking, juries are 
not invited to deal with the matter, and do not deal 
with it on the strict footing that they are to give the 
plaintiff what they suppose to be the actual loss 
pecuniarily estimated. If the damage be not too remote, 
one cannot in strict law or logic see why a plaintiff 
should not have the capitalized value of his yearly 
income, taking into consideration, of course, the un- 
certainty of all human prospects. Suppose a physician 
at fifty years of age, and apparently in excellent health, 
to be making £7,000 a year, allowing for all the 
mutability of human affairs, can it be said that his 
income is only worth about two years’ purchase? We 
should think that it must be worth more than that as a 
matter of legitimate speculation. We should think that 
in many cases juries would give much larger damages 
if they really intended to estimate the probabilities as to 
what the plaintiff might have made if he had never 
been injured. But we do not believe that they do apply 
this strictly logical teet, or that judges invite them to 
do so with much earnestness, though it is difficult to 
lay down any other test by way of direction. We are 
rather disposed to look upon all directions on such a 
topic.as. solemn farces—attempts to express the inex- 
pressible. If a man was making a large income, the 
jury will give him a large sum, but there is no doubt 
that when very large sums are in question a feeling does 
come into play that the fare paid is hardly a quid pro 
quo, and that it is a hardship that even a company 
should be exposed to ruinous damages in respect of so 
inadequate a compensation. There is no doubt that the 
companies do get the benefit to some extent of the 
principle which their directors sometimes put forward 
as a basis for suggested legislation. We doubt the 
probability of any such legislation, and we therefore 
very much doubt the advisability of the course which 
the legal advisers of railway companies frequently take 
in regard to the conduct of actions, such as Phillips v. 
London and South-Western Railway Company. I it 
were possible that the railway companies could procure 
something in the nature of a Carriers Actin respect of 





———. 


passengers, it might be well to discuss the topic as much 
as possible ; but if-it is not, we believe that in their 
interests it is extremely foolish to bring about any more 
discussion of the topic than is absolutely unavoidable, 
If a topic is discussed in courts of appeal as a matter of 
solemn argument, definite logical formule naturally and 
necessarily develop themselves, which are binding on 
judges in the future, and must constrain the course of 
future inquiries into damages in a manner not likely to 
be favourable to companies. The South-Western Railway 

Jompany ought to have thought themselves extremely 
lucky in the result of the second action. The damages 
might as properly have been £60,000 for aught we can 
see as £16,000. There is, further, a great mischief from 
the company’s point of view in familiarizing the minds 
of men with large figures as damages. It would have 
been, we should have thought, much wiser policy to pay 
up with alacrity and let the case pass as quietly as 
possible. 

With regard to the question of any such legislation as 
has sometimes been suggested, there seem to be almost 
insurmountable difficulties. We suppose the rough out- 
line of it would be that persons of exceptional value 
pecuniarily should be obliged co declare themse!ves and 
pay additional rates. It seems too absurd. 
there be a tariff of fares graduated according to the 
amount of income declared? We have often wondered 
how ticket clerks could remember all the fares between 
different places as it is, but the bewildering complica- 
tion that would arise under a pro raté system of fares 
would be positively appalling. There would have to be 
different windows and clerks for different rates of income, 
and then the complication would affect the passengers. 
Fancy rushing about at a crowded junction to find the 
place where the £1,000 a-year passengers book. Again, 
we suppose that if the company were informed who the 
passengers were that it would be most expensive to 
injure, extra precautions would be taken; for instance, 
they might have carriages in the middle of the train, or 
of extra strength for the reception of persons whose 
income is £2,000 a year and upwards. This would 
create much invidious distinction. Possibly, however, 
the proposed legislation would be on the model of the 
provisions of the Railway and Canal Traffic Act with 
regard to live stock, and limit the amount recoverable in 
respect of particular classes of persons. For instance, 
the liability might be limited in the case of any Queen's 
Counsel to so much, of any barrister to so much, of any 
bishop to sv much, of any curate to so much, and so on, 
unless an insurance rate was paid. This plan, however, 
does not seem to us very hopeful. We are at a loss to 
see how the supposed hardship to railway companies 
can be obviated by legislation. We think it is to some 
extent obviated by the instinctive feelings of juries, but 
this qualification of the supposed hardship the com- 
panies themselves seem to take every opportunity of 
destroying by giving the subject a publicity which we 
think cannot fail to be unfavourable to their interests. 








On February 21 William Henry George Gilliard was 
charged with forging and uttering a fou for £210 upon 


the Bank of England. The prisoner had for four and a half 
years been a shorthand clerk in the employ of Messrs, Law- 
rance, Plews, & Baker, solicitors, but absconded on the 
9th inst. The same day a Jad presented a cheque for £210. 
The signatures were bad, and, the forgery being at once p+t- 
ceived, the lad was sent with an officer to find the person 
who had given him the cheque. The lad, however, was too 
sharp for the detective, and made his escape. In the desk 
belonging to the prisoner was foynd a sheet of blotting- 
paper, upon which was an impression of the forged cheques 
and also the impression of a second cheque, which had not 
been presented. When arrested at Manchester the prisoner 
told Detective-sergeant Webb that he was not guilty, but 
asked what evidence there was against him, and if they had 
the boy. He was remanded. 
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General Currespantdence. 


BOROUGH ENGTISHE. . 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—Can you tell me where I can discover what 
arishes and districts are subjecb to the eustom of 
“Borough English”—I do not mean what manors, but 
what lands are held of that custom ? 8S. D. A. S. 

[We should be glad if any of our readers could supply 
this information.—Eb. 8. J.] 


COUNTY COURTS BILL. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—I understand notice has been given of the 
enclosed amendment to the County Courts Bill. If 
those solicitors who are in favour of it will be good 
enough to press upon their parliamentary representa- 
tives the necessity of supporting it, or will favour me 
with their views, I think some good may be done, and 
I will undertake that some member of Parliament shall 
bring them forward when the Bill is considered in 
committee. Epmunp Kimser. 

22, Queen-street, City, E.C., Feb. 26. 

(The following is the amendment referred to:— 

Notice of amendment to the Bill to extend the juris- 
diction of the county courts. 

After clause 10 to insert the following clause :— 

11.—The solicitor who conducts cases in the county 
court from any decision in which there may be an 
appeal, shall be at liberty to act as advocate in the 
prosecution or defence of such appeal without employing 
a barrister, 

To alter the number of clauses 11 and 12 to 12 
and 13.] 








COSTS UNDER THE ARTIZANS, &c., DWELL- 
INGS ACT, 1875. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir—The attention of the public and the legal pro- 
fession should be drawn to the mode of taxing solicitors’ 
costs laid down by the Artizans and Labourers Dwell- 
ings Act, 1875. 

A client of mine, an illiterate man, quite incapable of 
taking the necessary steps to make and prosecute his 
claim, was, on the recent arbitration in connection with 
improvements in High-street, Islington, awarded £15 by 
the provisional award of the arbitrator, Sir H. A. Hunt 
(who, Iam told, is a very eminent surveyor), as com- 
pensation for loss of his premises and injury to his 
trade. My client thought (and he subsequently turned 
out to be quite correct) that this was not a fair compen- 
sation, and made aclaim for a larger amount. The 
arbitrator’s notice to my client, informing him of the 
provisional award, contained a notification as follows :— 
“Should you propose to make any objection to the 
award, you are requested to give notice thereof to the 
arbitrator, together with a statement of your objections 
(suck notice and statement to be in writing), and whether 
_ intend to appear by counsel or solicitor, on or before,” 

 &C. 

My client brought me this notice, and I did what was 
necessary. In due time, after notice from the arbitrator 
of an appointment to try the case, my client, his wife, 
his landlord’s agent, and a surveyor (all necessary: wit- 
nesses) attended before the arbitrator and proved my 
client's case. The surveyor who attended was the one 
who helped my client in making out his claim originally. 
I gave counsel a small brief and £2 4s. 6d. to attend this 
hearing—which he did—and I attended by a managing 
¢lerk. The result was that the arbitrator awarded my 
client exactly double the amount previously given him— 
viz. £30 instead of £15. On the publication of the 





award, I had to go and inspect it, and do various other 
things, which took time and trouble. On the 17th ult., 
the arbitrator held a sitting to decide on the amount 
of the costs to be allowed to various claimants, some 
thirty in number. The arbitrator had the assistance of 
Mr. Winckworth, the well-known solicitor of 'Westmin- 
ster. On my client’s bill coming up, the arbitrator 
stated that he made it a rule, where the tenamey was a 
weekly one, only to allow one guinea costs, and that I 
had no business to have counsel, surveyor, &. I 
pointed out that my client was an illiterate man, and 
had aright to assistance. The notice I have quoted 
above implies this, but, apart from that, is not everyone 
whose property is to be taken against hisconsent entitled 
to legal assistance in making his claim, and also to the 
assistance of a surveyor to advise him as to values, &e. ? 
In the present case the surveyor had assisted my 
client in making out the claim originally, for I was. not 
imported into it till the question of the fairness of £15 
‘was raised ; and the arbitrator, even after he was notified 
that I was acting, continued sending all his notices to the 
surveyor instead of to me. 

To resume. I pointed out to the arbitrator that in a 
£5 case in a county-court I was entitled to employ 
counsel, who were the recognized professional advocates of 
the country, and that I thought a reasonable sum ought 
to be allowed for my client’s costs, both of his solicitor 
and witnesses. I was quite ready to submit the reason- 
ableness of the charges to the solicitor who was advising 
the arbitrator. The arbitrator said that, under the 
special circumstances of this case, he would allow two 
guineas, but no more. ‘Your client is. a weekly 
tenant,” said he. ‘‘ There are hundreds of these weekly 
tenancies ; how hard it would be if the Board of Works 
had to pay all costs to them !’’—quite ignoring the fact 
that my client had been forced to incur these costs to 
satisfy the arbitrator, and had satisfied him that he was 
entitled to exactly double the amount originally awarded 
to him, and omitting to see that it wasabsurd to allow 
him the extra £15 as being justly his due, and then 
mulct him in almost all of it by leaving him to pay his 
own solicitor’s costs. The arbitrator would not allow 
Mr. Winckworth to tax my bill. 

Judge of my astonishment yesterday at receiving from 
Messrs. Trollope & Winckworth a letter stating that 
the certificate of costs in this matter was ready “‘on pay- 
ment of one guinea, the fees of taxation, which sum 
was included in the amount certified for” ! 

The arbitrator thus awarded his solicitor for noé 
taxing my bill exactly half the amount he allowed my 
client as my costs for doing all the work. 

Under the Act the arbitrator’s decision is final. 

E. F. Burremer Harston. 

Bank-chambers, 38, Throgmorton-street. 





aw Student’s Sourwal. 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


Honours EXAMINATION. 
Rules made by the Incorporated Law Society for the 
Honours Examination. 

Terms used in these rules have (unless inconsistent with 
the context) the same meanings as they have in the regula- 
tions made by the society on the 27th of November, 1877, 
as to the preliminary, intermediate, and final examina- 
tion of persons intending to become solicitors of the Sup- 
reme Court (hereinafter referred to as the “regula- 
tions”). 

1. As from the 31st of December, 1879, no honorary dis- 
tinction (except local prizes already instituted) will be 
awarded by the society to any candidate in respect’ only 
of the final examination. All honorary distinctions 
awarded by thesociety will—with the exception mentioned 
—be awarded to candidates who pass the honours ex- 
amination as hereinafter mentioned. 
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2. As from the 3lst of December, 1879, there shall be 
held in the hall of the society, or in such other place as 
the examination committee may from time to time ap- 
point, four voluntary examinations for honours in each 
year. Such examinations shall take place in the same 
weeks as those in which the final examinations are held, 
and as a general rule on the Friday in those weeks re- 
spectively. 

3. The committee shall, with the assistance (so far as 
they may think proper to resort to the same) of the 
examiner or examiners to be appointed for the purpose 
by the council, conduct the honours examinations. 

4, The council may, from time to time, by resolution, 
appoint such competent person or competent persons as 
they may see fit to be an examiner or examiners to assist 
the committee in the honours examination, and the 
council may at pleasure remove any examiner so ap- 
pointed. 

5. There shall be paid to every examiner so appointed, 
not being a member of the committee or of the council, 
such remuneration as the council may from time to time, 
by resolution, prescribe. 

6. The honours examination shall be open to all can- 
didates without reference tu age, and shall be on the 
subjects specified for the final examinations in the regu- 
lations. 

7. Every candidate who is eligible, and desirous to 
compete for honours shall, at the time when he gives 
notice of his desire to be examined at any final examina- 
tion, give notice in writing of his desire to be examined 
for honours. Forms of notice can be obtained at the 


office of the society. 

8. At each honovrs examination the candidates who, 
in the opinion of the committee, are deserving of 
honorary distinction will be arranged in three classes, 
and for the purpose of this classification the marks ob- 
tained by each candidate at the final examination will be 


taken into consideration, as well as those obtained by 
him at the honours examination. 

9. The names of candidates placed in the first class 
will be arranged in order of merit, and every candidate 
placed in that class will, in addition to a class certificate, 
receive a prize. 

The names of candidates placed in the second and 
third classes respectively will be arranged alphabetically, 
and every candidate placed in those classes will receive a 
class certificate. 

The certificate wili be in the following or an equivalent 
form :— 

** Honours examination.—By the authority of the 
Council of the Incorporated Law Society of the 
United Kingdom I do hereby certify that at the 
honours examination held on the day of F 
188 , that who served his articles of clerkship to R 
was placed in the first [second or third] class. 

aS President.” 


10. The names of all candidates who attain honorary 
distinction will be printed in the society’s annual report. 

11. At each honours examination the following prizes 
will be awarded ,unless in the opinion of the committee the 
standard attained should not justify the issue of any first- 
elass list: —The Clement’s-inn Prize (value £10 10s.) ; 
the Clifford’s-inn Prize (value £5 5s.); ann the 
New-inn Prize (value £5 5s.) ; or an additional society's 
prize of like value. In addition, the society will give 
as many prizes (value £5 5s. each) as are required. The 
value of each prize will be expended by the society in the 
purchase of legal, historical, or constitutional works, to 
be selected by the successful candidate, and such works 
will be bound at the expense of the society, and be 
stamped with the arms of the society. 

12. In addition the following prizes will be awarded 
according to the result of the honours examinations 
during the year, namely :— 

The Reardon Prize, being the dividend on £3,333 6s, 8d. 
Consolidated Bank Annuities, 

The Scott Prize, being the dividend on £1,265 Pre- 





pecan 
ferential 44 per cent. London, Brighton, and South Coast 
Railway Co.’s Stock (1863). 
The Broderick Gold Medal, to be purchased with the 
dividend on £333 6s. 8d. Reduced Annuities. 
Feb. 20. N. T. Lawrence, President. 


LAW STUDENTS DEBATING SOCIETY, 


The weekly meeting of this society was held on Tuesday 
evening last at the Law Institution, Chancery-lane, Mr, 
J. A. Neale, B.A., in the chair. The question appointed 
for discussion was the following :—‘‘ The rules of a club 
contain an express provision enabling the club committes, 
at their absolute discretion, to recommend the expulsion 
of amember. Are the committee, in proceeding against 
a member of the club, bound to give him an opportunity 
of meeting the charges brought against him?” The 
following cases, amongst others, were referred to:— 
Fisher v. Keene (L. R. 11 Ch. D. 358); Darlington School 
case (12 L. J. Q. B. 124, 14 L. J. Q. B. 69); Dean vy. 
Bennett (19 W. R. 363, L. R. 6 Ch. 489). Mr. J. H. 
Wright opened the debate in the affirmative, and was 
followed by Mr. R. Todd in the negative. Messrs, . 
Bedford, Hemsley, Cowdell, Bartlett, and Chant Hobrow 
addressed the society in the affirmative; and Messrs, 
Napier and Ellis in the negative. Mr. Wright having 
replied, and the chairman sammed up, the question was 
decided in the affirmative. The question appointed for 
next Taesday’s debate is ‘‘ Should the county franchise be 
assimilated with the borough ?” : 





Cases of the eek. 


But oF Sate — REGISTRATION — STATEMENT OF Con- 
SIDERATION—RESIDENCE AND OccUPATION OF GRANTOR—~ 
Bitxs or Sate Act, 1878 (41 & 42 Vicr. c. 31), ss. 8, 10.— 
In a case of Ex parte Probyn, belore the Court of Appeal on 
the 26th ult., some questions arose upon the construction of 
the Bills of Sale Act of 1878. <A bill of sale had been executed 
by a licensed victualler, who resided and carried on his 
business in a public-house called the Three Cups. He also 
owned another public-house, called the Golden Anchor, the 
business of which was carried on for him by his father, in 
whose name the licence was taken out. The bill of sale com- 
prised only property in the Three Oups. On the registration 
of the deed he was described as a licensed victualler, but only 
us of the Three Cups, no reference being made to the Golden 
Anchor, He having become a bankrupt, it was urged, on 
the part of the trustee, that the deed was void as against 
him, on the ground that the grantor ought to have been 
described as of the Golden Anchor as well as of the Three 
Cups. The object, it was said, of the provision in section 10, 
sub-section 2, of the Act, that a description of the residence 
and occupation of the grantor shall be furnished ou the 
registration of a bill of sale, is that all the grantor’s creditors 
and intending creditors shall have notice of the tact that he 
has executed a bill of sale. And it was said that, if a man 
carried on business in several different places, or if he carried 
on business in London, and resided in a suburb, this object 
would not be effected if only one of his places of business was 
stated, or if his private residence was stated and not his 
place of business, Mr. Registrar Murray held that this was 
a valid objection to the bill of sale. But the Court of Appeat 
(James, Brerr, and Corton, L.JJ.) said that the provision 
of the Act had been literally complied with, and the court 
had no power to enlarge it. It had been held, under 
the Act of 1854, that a statement of the place of 
business of the grantor was a sufficient statement of his 
residence to satisfy the Act, but that was a decision 
in favour of the grantee. Another objection to the deed 
was, that the consideration for which it was given had nob 
been set forth in it so as to satisfy section 8 of the Act, and 
the question was raised whether i¢is necessary that, not only 
the nature of the consideration, bat its precise amount 
should be set forth. For instance, whether, if the amount 
to be secured by the deed was limited to a ixed sum, would 
it be necessary that it should clearly appear in the d 
how much of that sum had been already actually advanced 
to the grantor? It became unnecessary actually to de- 
cide the point, because the court came to the conclusion 
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4bat the amount of the consideration did, in fact, appear in 
the deed. But Jamus, L.J., said that he should not, with- 
‘out further consideration, be prepared to hold that au 
honest inaccuracy, a mere mistake in figures, would render 
@ bill of sale invalid, when there was substantial accuracy 
anda trathfal deed. In Ex parte Probyn part of the con- 
gideration stated was £121 due for goods supplied 
¢o the grantor. The evidence showed that £145 was 
actually due for goods when the deed was executed. 
Gorton, L.J., said that, in his opinioo, this was not a mis- 
atatement within the meaning of the Act. There might 

ibly have been some foundation for an argument that 
it was, if the security had been given for all sums due to 
the grantee for goods supplied to the grantor. Bat in 
fact, the only amount secured in respect of goods supplied 
was the amount which was specified. 





TgNANT FoR Lire AND REMAINDERMAN—LEASEHOLDS— 
ComPuLsory SALE—APPORTIONMENT OF PurcHase-MonEY 
—Lanps Crauses Act, 1845, s. 74.—In a case of Askew v. 
Woodhead, before the Court of Appeal on the 3rd inst., the 
question arose how the purchase-money of settled lease- 
holds, taken compulsorily by a pu y under their 
statutory powers (section 74 of the Lands Clauses Act 

ing incorporated with their special Act), was to be appor- 
tioned between the tenant for life and the remainderman. 
The tenant for life was entitled to the income produced by 
the leaseholds, in specie, for his life. The property was 
taken in 1877 ; the lease would have expired in 1886. The 
purchase-money had been paid into court, and then invested 
in consols. Bacon, V.C., held that the tenant for life was 
entitled to receive, by means of a sale of a sufficient part of 
the consols, in each year of the term for which the lease had 
been granted (if he should so long live) a sum equal to the 
income which the property had produced. The Court of 
Appeal (JEssEL, ee and Bretr and Corton, L.JJ.) held 

f ~ 


that the fenant-for life was entitled te Pave pid to him, by 
means of a sale of a‘sufficient part of the consols, in each 
year e term (if he should so long live) such a sum as 
at if the annual sales were continued up to the end of 
fhe term, exhaust the whole of the consals. And they 
rected a reference to an actuary to ascertain the proper 
sum. ‘The effect of this order would, it was supposed, be to 
increase the income of the tenant for life from £137 to more 
than £200, 











Proor In BANKRuPTCY—JOINT AND SEPARATE Estat ES 
—DIscLAIMER OF Lease BY TRrUSTEE—PARTNERS—JOINT 
AnD Severat Covenant To Pay Rent—Dovusite Proor— 
Bankruptcy Act, 1869, ss. 23, 37.—In a case of Ex parte 
Corbett, before the Court cf Appeal on the 19th inst., a 
question of some importance arose as to the construction of 
section 23 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, and a question was 
also raised upon section 37. Section 23, as our readers will 
remember, provides tliat, ‘‘ When any property of the 
bankrupt, acquired by the trustee under this Act, consists of 
{inter alia) land of any tenure, burdened with onerous 
covenants, the trustee may, by writing 
ander his hand, disclaim such property,” and upon the execu- 
tion of the disclaimer, the property disclaimed is, if it be a 
lease, to be deemed to have been surrendered as on the date 
of the order of adjudication. And the section further pro- 
Vides that ‘‘any person injured by the operation of this 
section shall be deemed a creditor of the bankrupt to the 
extent of such injury, and may accordingly prove the same 
‘a8 a debt under the bankruptey.” And section 37 provides 
that “if any bankrupt is, at the date of the order of adjudica- 
‘tion, liable in respect of distinct contracts as member of two 
‘or more distinct firms, or as a sole contractor, and also as 
‘Member of a firm, the circumstance that such firms are in 
whole or in part composed of the same individuals, or that 
the sole contractor is also one of the joint contractors, shall 
Rot prevent proof in respect of such contracts against the 
Properties respectively liable upon such contracts.” In Ex 
Parte Corbett a lease of some business premises was granted 
to four persons (who were then carrying on business in 
partnership together) as joint tenants. ‘The lease contained 
& covenant by the four lessees jointly, and by eat 


parately, to Pay the rent, but there was , 
‘ach three of tl by each two of them. he premises 
Were taken for = purposes of the business, and the lease 


Was, as between the lessees, partnership property. One of 

















the four partners died, and the business was then carried on 
by the three in partnership in the same premises until 
they were adjudicated bankrupts. At that time the term 
8 by the lease had not expired. The trustee in the 

kruptcy disclaimed the lease, and, after the term had 
expired, the lessor claimed to prove against the joint estate of 
the bankrupts, and also against the separate ostate of each of 
them, for the difference between the amount of the rent which 
would have been payable under the lease, from the time of 
the disclaimer up to the end of the term, and the amount of 
rent which had been actually received during the same 
period by a re-letting of the premises. Mr. Registrar Pepys 
admitted the proof against the joint estate only. The Court 
of Appeal (James, Brett, and Corron, L.JJ.) held that 
the proof must be admitted against each of the separate 
estates, and not against the ‘joint estate. The lessor’s 
coungel contended that, by virtue of section 37, He 

















ellish, L.J., in Az p 
Honey (20 W. R, 223, L. R. 7 Ch. 178), that “it was the 
intention of the Legislature that wherever there was a joint 
and separate contract, and joint and separate estates being 
admiaistered in bankruptcy, the creditor should be entitled 
to prove against both the joint and separate estates.” 
James, L.J., however, pointed out that in the present case 
there _was joi grsons who had 


‘Htered into the joint covenant; the on te was 
tna or Taper of hap: And OTTON, L.J., said that in his 
view section 3/ 2pplies only to proofs founded upon contract, 
and does not apply to proofs made by virtue of the statutory 
right conferred by section 23, The lessor’s counsel said 
that, if he was to be put to an election, he should prefer to 
prove against the separate estates, and he, in effect, gave up 
his claim against the joint estate. The question, therefore, 
turned mainly on the construction of section 23. JAMEs, 
L.J., said that section 23 was one of great difficulty. But 
from the fact that the trustee was entitled to get rid of the 
lease, as being an onerous one, it followed that it could 
never have been for any practical purpose any part of 
either the joint estate or the separate estates. It was really 
nothing but a liability. Independently of the ess gir 
the lease was the property of three joint tenants who 
happened also to be partners in business. The trustee of 
their property was authorized on their behalf to disclaim 
the lease, so as to release them from all the liability to 
which they would have been subject if the lease had not 
been disclaimed, and the disclaimer was to have the effect of a 
surrender of the lease at the time of the adjudication. The 
trustee surrendered the lease on behalf of the three persons 
whose lease it was, and on behalf of each of them. Then 
the landlord who was injured by the disclaimer was to have 
a right of proof against the estate of the bankrupt, which 
must mean the bankrupt or the bankrupts, accordiag to the 
circumstances. The proof was to be against the estate of 
the bankrupts whose trustee had surrendered the lease. 
In the present case no question could arise as to joint and 
separate estate, because there was no joint estate of the 
joint contractors on the covenant. But there was a distinct 
liability of each of the three bankrupts on the covenant, 
and that liability had been put an end to by the act of the 
trustee in disclaiming. This was an injury to the lessor, and 
he was to be compensated by means of proof against the 
estates of those ar yptont ng a behalf he had been 
° a 2 9 e acains 




















estétes, and-met-agalnst the Joint osts 
L.J., thought it was not eaay | to give any opinion upon 
section 37, or to decide whether there could, in any event, 
have been a right of proof against both joint and separate 
estates. He thought there was, at all events, a right of 
proof against the separate estates. There was one trustee 
in respect of all and each of the bankrapts. If he bad 
chosen to keep the lease he would have acquired it as 
trustee. By his act in disclaiming he injured tke lessor, 
he being the trustee cf every one of the estates of the bank- 
rupts. And the injury was this, that the lesser lost any 
claim which he might have had under the lease against the 
three bankrupts jointly, and also against each of them 
separately. he lessor was injured by the operation of 
section 23, and by nothing else, and the right to prove against 
the separate estates was given by the words of that section, 
or if not, at any rate by its spirit. Unless the court was 
absolutely compelled so to hold, it would not hold that the 
Legislature intended to do a palpable injustice, Corron, 
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L.J., said that he felt considerable doubt, because section 
23 spoke of “property of the bankrupt acquired by the 
trustee,’ which seemed to point to property distributable 
among the creditors, and to indicate that the proof was to 
be against that estate of which the property would have 
formed part if it had not been disclaimed. In the present 
case the lease, if it had not been disclaimed, would have 
formed part of the joint estate distributable among the joint 
creditors. But, in fact, a trustee who disclaimed property 
never acquired it all, and the fair construction of the section 
was that the right of proof was given against the estates of 
those persons whose trustee had disclaimed. 


ExecuTioN—Non-TRADER—SALE BY SHERIFF BEFORE 
SeizurE—PayMent or Execution Dest sy Turrp Party 
—BANkRuPTcy Act, 1869, s. 12.—In a case of Ez parte 
Hall, before the Court of Appeal on the 19th inst., a curious 
question arose as to the effect of an alleged sale of goods 
seized under an execution. A writ of 7. fa. had been issued by 
a judgment creditor against a non-trader, and was, on the 
19th of March, in the hands of the sheriff. On that day an 
arrangement (which, in the opinion of the Court of Appeal, 
was a fraudulent one) was entered in between the debtor and 
an auctioneer, with the knowledge of the under-sheriff, that 
the auctioneer should, after the sheriff had seized under the 
writ, purchase goods of the debtor to an amount sufficient to 
satisfy the sum to be levied, and that he should, on the same 
day, select the goods which he was to purchase. Accordingly, 
the same day, the auctioneer went to the debtor’s house, with 
the debtor and the sheriff’s officer to whom the warrant to 
seize was addressed, and selected the goods which he was to 
buy, of which the officer took a list, which he afterwards 
handed to the under-sheriff. The debtor had made a 
promise not to commit an act of bankruptcy before one 
o'clock the next day. On the next day (the 20th March), 
about one o’clock, the debtor filed a liquidation petition. 
But, before this had been done, the sheriff’s officer had seized 
the goods selected, and had left a man in possession. Im- 
mediately after the filing of the petition a receiver was 
appcinted, and an injunction was granted to restrain further 
proceedings by the execution creditor, but, before notice of 
this had been eerved on the under-sheriff, he had sent to the 
auctioneer to tell him that the selected goods had been seized, 
and to ask him for a cheque for the amount of the levy. The 
cheque was afterwards sent, and the proceeds were employed 
by the sheriff in paying the execution creditor his debt. But, 
before the cheque had been received by the sheriff, the officer 
had been withdrawn from possession undera mistaken notion 
that the debtor was a trader. The purchaser afterwards took 
forcible possession of the selected goods, but was compelled 
by the county court to give them up again to the trustee in 
the liquidation, who afterwards sold them for double the 
amount of the levy. The purchaser applied to the county 
court for an order that the goods should be delivered to him 
by the trustee, or that the proceeds of sale should 
be paid to him. The application was refused, both 
by the county court and by the Chief Judge, and 
the decision was affirmed by the Court of Appeal (James, 
Brett, and Corton, L.JJ.). They said that the sheriff 
could not enter into a valid contract ie 
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sheriff, for it was not received by him until after he bad 
given up possession. The alleged saie was nothing but an 
arrangement between the debtor and the alleged purchaser, 
which must be regarded as a fraudulent one to enable the 
debtor to retain some of the goods after the filing of his 
petition, for it could not be supposed that he would other- 
wise have agreed to sel] the goods for much less than their 
value. The property in the goods, therefore, had never 
passec to the appellant. It had been urged that, as by 
virtue of the seizure, which was made before the filing of the 
liquidation petition, the execution creditor became a secured 
creditor as against the dedtor’s estate, the appellant, whose 
money had gone to discharge the execution debt, ought to 
stand in the same position as the execution creditor, and 
was therefore entitled to be repaid his money out of the 
proceeds of the sale of the goods. But that was not the 
claim which he had made in the county court. His claim 
was founded on the fraudulent arrangement between him- 
self and the debtor, and, as he had chosen to deal with a 
man whom he knew was about to commit an act of bank- 
ruptcy, he must take the consequences, The appeal was 
‘accordingly dismissed. 





Companies Act, 1862, ss. 138, 161 — Winprxe yp 
—Norice or Dissent To SaLe or Assets — Purcuagy 
or Interest or DIssEnTIENT— “QUESTION ARisiyg 
IN THE WINDING uP.”—In the case of Re Union Ban, 
of Kingston-upon-Hull, before the Master of’ the Rolls 
on the 27th ult., a question arose, under the 161st section 
of the Companies Act, whether a notice of dissent to, 
transfer to another company of the business of a company 
in liquidation should go on to require the liquidator tp 
purchase the interest in the company of the dissentient 
member, or, at all events, whetker the latter notice should 
be given within seven days after the special resolution 
authorizing the transfer. By the 161st section, where any 
company is in voluntary liquidation and its business is pro. 
posed to be transferred or sold to another company, the 
liquidators of the first company may, with the sanction of a 
special resolution conferring either a general or special 
authority, receive in compensation for such transfer or sale 
shares, or other like interest, in such other company for 
the purpose of distribution amongst the members of the 
company being wound up, and any sale entered into by the 
liquidators in pursuance of the section shall be binding on 
the members of the company being wound np, “ subject to 
this proviso, that if any member of the company being 
wound up, who has not voted in favour of the special reso- 
lution passed for transferring the same, expresses his dissent 
from any such special resolution in writing addressed to the 
liquidators, and left at the registered office of the company not 
later than seven days after the date of the meeting at which 
such special resolution was passed, such dissentient member 
may require the liquidators to do one of the following things 
as the liquidators may prefer—that is to say, either to abstain 
from carrying such resolution into effect, or to purchase the 
interest held by such dissentient member at a price to be 
determined’’ by agreement or arbitration, as mentioned in 
the 162nd section. In the above case the bank was in 
voluntary liquidation, and had passed a special resolution 
for the transfer of their business to another company, with 
an option for the old shareholders of taking stares in the 
latter company. A holder of shares in the company being 
wound up sent an informal notice to the liquidators, which 
he alleged expressed his dissent to the transfer, and he also 
wrote to the liquidators stating he did not intend to take 
shares in the new company, and required the liquidators to 
pay him a sum of £200 for his shares in the company 
being wound up. On his proceeding to arbitration under 
the 162nd section to have the value of his shares ascer- 
tained, the liquidators moved to restrain him from proceed- 
ing to arbitration, on the ground that there was no proper 
notice of dissent, and that the requisition to purchase his 
interest was too late. The respondent contended that his 
notice was a good notice under the section, and that the 
requisition to purchase his interest might be given at any 
easonable time after the seven days, and also that a motion 
was not the proper way to bring the question before the 
court, but that the liquidator ought to have instituted an 
action for that purpose. JrssEeL, M.R., said, as to the last 
point, that he thonght the matter had been quite properly 
brought before the court on motion by the liquidators. That 
was a much cheaper remedy than by action, and he was not 
going to cut down the right of a liquidator to apply to 
the court under the 138th section of the Companies Act to 
determine any question arising in the matter of the winding 
up. As tothe other point, whether the notice of dissent 
should also go on to require the liquidator not to proceed 
with the transfer or to purchase the dissentient’s interest, 
he was of opinion that it: should, for that such was the 
only satisfactory reading of the section. If the notice to 
purchase was not to be given within the seven days, the 
liquidator would never know when the resolution authorizing 
the transfer would be binding, and in his opinion the notice 
to purchase ought to be given within such seven days. Un 
a fair reading of the whole section, he thought the notice 
of dissent and the requisition to purchase should be in 
writing and given within the seven days, and any other 
construction must lead to the greatest inconvenience. On the 
merits, he came to the conclusion that no proper notice ol 
dissent had been given, and he allowed the application, with 
costs, 


Practice — Trian sy Jury — Counter-cLram ror 
Speciric PerForRMANCE — ACTION FoR ‘Trespass AND 
Detinve—Orp. 36, Rr. 26.—In the case of Marsden Vv. 
Sambell, also before the Master of the Rolls on the 27th 
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ult. a motion was made under ord. 36, r. 26, that, notwith- 
standing the notice of trial by a jury given by the defend- 
ant, the action might be tried before his lordship according 
to the plaiatiff’s notice of trial. The action was for a tres- 

upon certain property of the plaintiff, and for detinue of 
certain building materials. The defendant put in a counter- 
claim for specific performance of a contract for building 
the houses where the trespass had occurred, and he 
alleged that the time for completing such buildings had 
been extended by the plaintiff. The defendant’s counsel 
admitted that his counter-claim for specific performance 
would be very difficult to establish, and that it would pro- 
bably only result in a claim for damages, that the questions 
to be tried were really only questions of fact, and were, 
in fact, only old common law matters. JxEsszt, M.R., was 
of opinion that, although there was a question raised on the 
claim whether the plaintiff could have obtained an injanc- 
tion at law before the Judicature Acts, to his mind the whole 
action was really a common law action for trespass and 
detinue. He also was of opinion that the counter-claim for 
specific performance, which, it was alleged, would compel him 
to try the action in the Chancery Division, could not be 
sustained, and the counter-claim really resolved itself into a 
claim for damages. He saw no reason why he should deprive 
the defendant of the right given him by the rules to have a 
trial by jury, and he, therefore, refused the motion, making 
the costs costs in the action, on account of. the counter-claim 
for specific performance having been raised, 


InguncTiIoN—Licut and Arr—Sire oF Oxp Burtpine 
wita Ancient Licots—Insury To SALEABLE VALUE.— 
An application, which raised a novel point with respect to 
the law of injunctions in light and air cases, was made 
on the 26th ult. to Hall, V.0., in an action of The 
E-clesiastical Gommissioners for England v. Kino. The facts 
of the case, briefly stated, were as follows :—By virtue 
of the joint operation of the Act for the Union of Contig- 
uous Benefices (23 & 24 Vict. c. 142, s. 29) and 
an order of her Majesty in Council of October 23, 
1876, the site of the church of Saint Dionis Backchorob, 
in the city of London, became vested in the Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners as trustees for sale, The church which 
formerly stood upon that site was pulled down in Angust, 
1878, bat the positions and dimensions of its ancient lights 
aud windows were previously taken and daly placed on re- 
cord, and for the purpose of this action were represented by 
apertures in a hoarding erected tocorrespond with the former 
wall, There formerly stood upon the southern boundary 
of the church-yard, along Fenchurch-street, and at. the 
janction of that thoroughfare with Lime-street, some old 
buildings, of low elevation, in no part reaching higher 
than twenty feet, which were the property of the defendant. 
The defendant had recently pulled down these old buildings, 
which stood about sixteen feet from the site of the old 
wall of the church, and was erecting in their place 
houses which were planned to reach an elevation of at 
least thirty-eight feet. The plaintiffs now moved upon 
notice to continue an injunction which had been obtained 
ee parte to restrain the defendant from “erecting or 
raising on the site of the old buildings any erection or 
buildings so as to darken, injure, or obstruct any lights 
of any building to be erected on the site of the church, 
80 far as snch lights might oocupy the same positions as 
the ancient lights of the plaintiffs’ premises, as the same 
were enjoyed previously to the taking down of the said 
old buildings.” It was urged, as the chief argument in 
support of the motion, that the obstruction of light which 
Would result from the increased height of the defendant’s 
buildings would be most prejudicial to the saleable value 
of the plaintiffs’ property, having regard to the former 
Positions of the lights in the building which previously stood 
there. Hatt, V.C., after remarking that the case raised a 
point which aad never before been presented to the court, 
said that the possible interference with the saleable value 
of the site did not afford any ground upon principle or 
authority for the granting of an injunction at the present 
Stage of the action, and that, as he would not be the 
creator of such a new jarisdiction as that sought to be 
imputed to the court, the application would be refused. 
The costs to be costs in the action. 





Leavg to Witspraw DerencE—T2erms—CosTs—OrDgER 
23.—In the case of The Real and Personal Advance Company 
v. MeCarthy, before Fry, J., on the 25th ult., the question 
arose on what terms as to ccsts a defendant should be 
allowed to withdraw his defence. The action was brought 
to recover possession of some land against McCarthy, and 
Smith, who was in possession of part-of the property as 
tenant to McCarthy. After the case had been in the paper 
for trial, and had stood over by the consent of the parties till 
another cross-action relating to the same property should be 
ready for trial, the defendant Smith, who had then re- 
linqnished possession of the property, took out a summons 
in chambers for leave to withdraw his defence on such 
terms as to the court should seem fit. The terms proposed 
before the chief clerk were, payment of all that should be 
due to the plaintiffs by way of mesne profits, and payment 
of the costs occasioned by the defence, and the costs of the 
summons. The chief clerk was of opinion that these terms 
were proper, but the plaintiffs were not satisfied, and 
desired to have the summons adjourned into court. It was 
urged on their behalf that the defendant Smith ought t» be 
liable for the whole costs of the action, and that the effect 
of what was proposed would be only to make him pay the 
extra costs occasioned by his statement of defence, leaving 
the plaintiffs to recover their costs of the action from the 
other defendant, who, it was alleged, was insolvent, 
Fry, J., said that it would have heen better if the 
summons had stated the terms which the defendant intended 
to offer. But that was not a matter of substance. He 
thonght that the terms offered in chambers were sufficient, 
and gave leave to withdraw the defence on those terms, and 
that, thereupon, all farther proceedings against Smith should 
be stayed. And his lordship ordered the plaintiffs to pay 
the costs of the adjournment into court. 


ATTACHMENT—LEAVE oF Court—Notice—SERvICcE— 
Orp. 44, Rk. 2.—In a case of Davis v. Davis, on the 26th ult., 
Fry, J., held that it is sufficient to serve notice of a motioa 
for leave to issue an attachment against a party upon the 
Bolicité:s of the party on the record. In so holding, his 
lordship followed the decisions of Jessel, M.R., in Browning 
v. "Sabin (L. R. 5 Ch. D. 511), and of Bacon, V.C., in 
Richards y. Kitchen (25 W. R. 602). 








Suaciettes. 


LAW ASSOCIATION. 


At the usual monthly meeting of the directors, held at the 
hall of the Incorporated Law Society, Cuancery-lane, on 
Thursday, the 4th of March, the following being present, 
viz., Mr. Boodle (chairman), Messrs. Desborough, jun., A. 
Drew, H. S. Styan, Sidney Smith, and A. B. Carpenter 
(secretary), two new members were elected, and the ordinary 
general business was transacted. 


SHEFFIELD DISTRICT INCORPORATED 
LAW SOCIETY. 


The fifth annua! general meeting of this society was held 
on Friday, the 27th ult, Present:—Mr. William Smith 
(the vice-president) in the chair, and Messrs, C. W. Alder- 
son, Addy, W. Badger, Barber, Josh. Binney, Binns, Brails- 
ford, Bramley, Brown, Broomhead, C. S. B. Busby, J. C. 
Clegg, W. J. Clezg, Coombe, Dust, W. B. Esam, Fernell, 
Fretson, B. Greaves, Hall. F. L. Harrop, Hickmott, Hughes, 
A. E. Maxfield, Porrett, F. P. Smith, C. M. Smith, Tatters 
shall, Taylor, Thomas, Tibbitts, B. Wake, E. H. Wake, 
H. S. Wake, P. K. Wake, Webster, Willis, A. Wightman, 
D. Wightman, and A, M. Wilson. 

The notice convening the meeting, and the report as 
printed, having been taken as read, it was resolved : — 

1. That the report presented by the committee be received, 
confirmed, and adopted. 

2. That the accounts of Mr. Broomhead, the treasurer 
for the past year, as printed, be approved and passed, and 
that the thanks of the society be given to him for his ser- 
vices, 

3. That the cordial thanks of the society be given to Mr. 
Herbert Bramley for the able manner in which he has dis- 
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eharged the office of honorary secretary from the com- 
mencement of this society. 

The chairman then, in the name of the society, presented 
to Mr. Herbert Harry Hickmott, who obtained the Clement’s- 
inn Prize in the November sittings examination in 1879, 
being the first among 206 candidates, the prize of the society 
of the value of ten guineas. The books chosen were 
“Hallam’s Constitutional History of England,” 3 vols. ; 
“ Hallam’s Middle Ages,” 3 vols. ; ‘‘Hallam’s Literature 
of Europe,” 3 vols. ; and ‘‘ Merival’s Romans under the 
Empire,” 8 vols, handsomely bound. Mr. Hickmott suit- 
ably responded. 

4. That Mr. William Wake be re-elected the president, 
Mr. Wm. Smith be re-elected the vice-president, Mr. 
Broomhead be re-elected the treasurer, and Mr. Bramley be 
re-elected the secretary of the society. 

5. That the following gentlemen be hereby appointed to 
act with the officers mentioned in the last resolution as the 
committee for the ensuing year, namely: Messrs. T. W. 
Badger (Rotherham), Joseph Binney, Branson, C. S. B. 
Busby (Chesterfield), W. B. Esam, Hodgkinson (Rotherham), 
Hughes, Moore, Pye-Smith, C. M. Smith, Thomas, Webster, 
A. Wightman, D. Wightman, and Yeomans. 

6. That Messrs. Watson and Fretson be appointed the 
auditors of the society for the ensuing year, and that Messrs. 
Watson and Moore, the latter as auditor pro tem., be and 
are hereby thanked for their kindness in auditing the ac- 
eounts for the last year. 

7. That the thanks of the society be given to A. J. Mun- 
della, Esq., M.P., for his attention to the matters laid before 
him by the committee, and for prints of the public Bills 
brought into Parliament during the last session, which he 
has forwarded to the committee. 

A report from the committee respecting the arrange- 
ments for entertaining the Incorporated Law Society of 
England on their visit to Sheffield next autumn having 
been read, it was res lved :— 

8. That the necessary arrangements for the visit be left 
in the hands of the committee. 

10. That the thanks of the meeting be given to the 
chairman for presiding. 


The following are extracts from the report :— 

The attention of the committee has been chiefly directed 
to the following matters ;— 

Winter Assize—On the question of a winter assize, 
your committee have to report that the assize for civil cases 
at Leeds has been fixed for January, the previous one being 
simply a gaol delivery. Thisis not all that is needed in 
Yorkshire and Lancashire, and the inconvenience of waiting 
for the trial of civil cases, from July to January, is very 
great. It is to be hoped this want will be remedied. 

Provisional Entry of Causes.—Owing to the thoughtful 
care of Mr. Marshall, the registrar, at Leeds, and secretary 
of the law society there, and with the consent of the Lord 
Justice Bramwell, a provisional entry of causes was com- 
menced at the summer assiZe, in 1879, at Leeds, and persons 
entering causes were thus enabled to judge with greater 
precision when their cases were likely to be reached. 
Following this good example, the plan wes tried in other 
assize towns, and by the 4:h of the further rules of the 
Supreme Court, issued in December, 1879, and which came 
into cperation on the 22nd of December, 1879 (repealing 
ord. 36, r. 15), it is provided that this continuous 
entry of causes shall be carried out in all the assize towns 
where there is a district registry, and if none, then in cer- 
tain specified towns near to assize towns. Your society had 
presented a memorial in favour of this course. 

The same rules (No. 3, repealing part of ord. 35, r. 
Ja) now permit actions in the common law divisions to be 
entered for trial in the district registries. 

Land Registryn—Mr. Osborne Morgan’s committee 
reported to the House of Commons, and in the appendix 
will be found the resolutions of your committee referred 
to in their last report. It is satisfactory to find that the 
Parliamentary Committee, whose report is also in the 
appendix, has followed in some degree the recommenda- 
tions of your committee. If the report of the Parliamen- 
tary Committee be followed by legislative action, a system 
of registry of assurances somewhat similar to that at 
Wakefield, but brought nearer to the properties affected, 
will be established. 





Affidavits of Service.—It having come to the notice of 
various members of this society that differences existed 
in the district registries respecting affidavits of service, 
and that certain forms that were satisfactory in some 
registries were rejected in others, the secretary wag 
directed to make inquiries in the different registries on the 
point, and the following four questions were put to each 
registry :— 

1.—How is the description of the solicitor’s clerk, who 
serves @ writ, inserted in the affidavits passed in your 
registry P Is it sufficient to describe himas ‘A. B, clerk 
with Messrs. C. D., of Sheffield, solicitors ?’’ 

2.—In what way is the service on one of the partners 


‘of a firm sued as—e.g., “C. Smith & Co.” shown onan 


affidavit accepted in your registry ? 

3.—The like question when the writ is served on a 
manager ? 

4,.—Do you consider it necessary to insert the words, 
‘* within the jurisdiction,” when the action is brought in 
the usual way, not under the Bills Act ? 

The circular was sent to seventy-one registries, and 
answers were received from forty. It was found from 
these answers that hardly any one of the registries agreed 
with any other registry in giving the same answers to the 
circular. The method in which the Sheffield Rogistry 
would require the affidavit to be worded was shown on the 
circular, and the answers showed that on question 1, 
eighteen registries agreed with, twenty-two differed from, 
Sheffield ; on question 2, twenty-eight agreed with, six 
differed from, Sheffield; on question 8, twenty-seven 
agreed with, five differed from, Sheffield ; and on question 
4, eight agreed with, thirty-two differed from, Sheffield, 
A greater uniformity of practice seems very desirable. 








Appointntents, Ete. 


Mr. Joseru Barrert, solicitor, of 5, Leadenhall-street 
and Upton, has been appointed Solicitor to the Licensed 
Victuallers’ Protection Association for the half hundred of 
Beacontree, in Essex. 


Mr. AtFrRED SypNEY CLARK, Solicitor, of Stonehouse 
and Plympton, has been appointed a Commissioner to ad- 
minister Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 

Mr. Brurron Joun Ford, solicitor, of Exeter, has been 
appointed by the High Sheriff of Devonshire (Mr. Reginald 
Kelly) to be Under-Sheriff of that county for the ensuing 
year. Mr. Ford was admitted a solicitor in 1846, 


Mr. Heyry James Burrorp Hancock, Attorney-General 
of the Leeward Islands, has been appointed Chief Justice of 
the Supreme Court of the Leeward Islands, Mr. Hancock 
is the sonof the late Mr. Henry Hancock, F.R.C.S. He 
was educated at Eton, and was for several yearsa captain in 
the 45th Regiment. He was called to the barat the Inner 
Temple in Trinity Term, 1866, and he formerly practised on 
the Home Circuit. He was a judge of the District Coart in 
Jamaica from 1876 till 1878, when he was appointed 
Attorney-General of the Leeward Islands. Mr, Hancock 
is also chancellor of the diocese of Antigua. 


Mr. Henry Hicks Hock1na, Attorney-General of Western 
Australia, has been appointed Attorney-General of the 
Island of Jamaica, in succession to Mr. Edward Loughlin 
O’Malley, who has been appointed Attorney-General of 
Hong Kong. Mr. Hocking is a B.C.L. of St. John’s College, 
Oxford, where he graduated first class in law and modern 
history in 1864. He obtained the Vinerian Law Scholarship 
in 1866, and he was called to the bar at the Inner Temple 
in Michaelmas Term, 1867. Mr. Hocking was formerly 4 
member of the Home Circuit, and he has _ been 
ee iia of the colony of Western Australia since 
872. ° 


Mr. Evan Wynne Jones, solicitor, of Chester, has been 
on Clerk und Treasurer to the Carnarvonshire Turnpike 
Trust. 

Mr. Maurice Harris Levirton, of 14, Devonshire- 
square, Bishopsgate-street, E., has been appointed a Com- 
missioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of 
Judicature. 
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Mr. George Warp Navnrov, solicitor, of 58, Cheapside 
and Swaffham, has been appointed a Commissioner to ad- 
minister Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 

Mr. ALEXANDER Minter Waitt, solicitor, of Colchester, 
thas been elected Clerk to the Colchester Board of Guardians, 
Assessment Committee, and Rural Sanitary Authority, and 
Superintendent Registrar for the district. Mr. White was 
admitted a solicitor in 1849, and was for several years 
treasurer for the borough of Colchester. 


DISSOLUTIONS OF PARTNERSHIPS. 


Rospert Harpinc Mitiwarp and Spencer WHITEHEAD, 
solicitors, 40, Chancery-lane, London (Whateley, Milward, 
& Whitehead). December 31. (Gazette, February 27.) 





Companies. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 
Jomnt Stock Companies, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 


Oak Pitre Cotttery Company, Limrrep.—By an order made by the 
M.R., dated Feb 20, it was ordered that the company be wound up. 
Venn and Son, Finch lane, Cornhill, solicitors for the petitioner 

(Gazette, Feb 27.) 


Aucazar Company, Limtrep.—-Petition for winding up, presented Feb 
28, directed to be heard before V.C. Malins on March 12, Hewlett, 
Essex st. Strand, solicitor for the petitioner 

BrocKtEBANK Surppine Company, Limirep.—The M.R. has fixed 
Mar 11 at 11, at his chambers, for the appointment of an official 
liquidator 

Hutt Disraicr Bank, Limirep.—Petition for winding un, presented 
Feb 28, directed to be heard before V.C. Malins on Mar 12. Collyer- 
Bristow and Co, Bedford row, agents for Robertsand Leak, Kingston- 
upon-Hull, solicitors for the petitioners 

Loncron Hatt Horet Company, Limirep.—The M.R. has fixed 
Mar 11 at 12, at his chambers, for the appointment of an official 
liquidator 

METROPOLITAN FuRNACE AND InvestMeENT Company, LIMITED.— 
Petition for winding up, presestei Feb 28, directed to be heard 
before the M.R. on Mar 13. Pettiver, College st, College hill, 
solicitor for the petitioner 

Miss Lina Cray’s Company or Lapy Minstrets, Limitep.—Ry an 
order made by YV.C. Bacon, dated Feb 21, it was ordered that the 
above company be wound up. Woodfin and Wray, Tower chambers, 
Moorgate, solicitors for the petitioners 

NationaL TemPEeRANCE BEVERAGE Company, Limitep.—Creditors are 
required, on or before Apr 2, to send their names and addresses, and 
the particulars of their debts and claims to Arthur James Hill, 1, 
Finsbury circus. Apr 12 at 12 is appointed for hearing and adjudi- 
cating upon the debts and claims 

StcaaT AND BROTHER, LimiTED.—By an order made by V.C. Hall, 
dated Feb 20, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of the 
above vet a be continued. Marslini, St Switnins lane, agent 
ad Addleshaw and Warburton, Manchester, solicitors for tue pet- 

ioners 

TransvaaL Gotp MininG Company, LimiteD.—The M.R. has fixed 
Mar 9 at 12, at his chambers, for the appointment of an official 
liquidator 

Vicror1a Mansions, Limirep.—Pelition for winding up, presented 
Feb 21, directed to ba heard before V.C. Malins on Mar 12. Bolton 
and Oo, Temple gardens, Temple, soliciturs for the netitioners 

(Gazette, Mar. 2.} 
UnwiMiteD IN CHANCERY. 

SALTBURN-By-THE-SEA Prerk ComPANy.—Creditors are required, on or 
before Apr 1, to cena their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims, te John Chris:opher Simpson, Sal.bura-by- 
the-Sea, Thursday Apr 15 at 12 is appointel for hearing and adju- 
dicating upon the debts and claims 

{ Gazetie, Feb. 27.] 


Sporn View Buitprxe Soerery.—Petition fur winding up, presented 
Feb 27, directed to be heard before V.C. Bacon on Mar 13. Hicks 
and Son, Gray’s inn q, agents for Daubney and Bates, Gt Grimsby, 
solicitors for the petitioner 

[ Gazetie, Mar. 2.] 


County PatatiIne oF LANCASTER. 

Unirep Counties ComMERCIAL Insunance Company, Limitep.—Credi- 
tors are required, on or before March 23, to send their names and 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts and claims, to William 
Musgrave, King st, Manchester. Friday Apr 16 at 11 is appointed 
for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

{ Gazette, Feb, 27.) 


Frienpiy Socrerres Dissoivep, 
Bavron Buve Batt Faiespcy Sociery, Bruton, Somerset, Feb 23 
| Gazette, Feb. 27.) 











Obituarp. 


MR. THOMAS HENRY TRAVIS. 


Mr. Thomas Henry Travis, barrister, police magistrate, 
died at Penzance, of apoplexy, on the 17th inst. Mr. 
Travis was the son of Mr. William Travis, surgeon, of 
Scarborough, where he was born in 1810. He was called to 
the bar at the Inner Temple, in Trinity Term, 1835, when he 
joined the Northern Circuit and settled at York. He 
obtained a good share of local practice, and attended for 
several years the North Riding, City of York, and Scar- 
borough Sessions. He was for some time judge of the old 
Court of Record for the city of York. In 1854 he was 
selected by Sir George Grey as the first stipendiary magis- 
trate for the borough of Kingston-upon-Hull, an office which 
he held for nearly twenty-six years. Mr. Travis was 
universally respected in the town and neighbourhood of Hull. 
He liberally supported all the local charities, and in par- 
ticular the Foreigners’ Aid Society, and the Hull Industrial 
Schools. He also took a great interest in the measures 
introduced by Mr. Plimsoll for the protection of the lives 
of merchant seamen, and addressed most of the meetings 
which were held at Hull in support of that movement. At 
the Hull Police Court on the 18th inst., Aldermen Fountain 
and Flint, and Messrs. Torry and Jackson, solicitors, spoke 
of Mr. Travis’s high personal character and legal attain- 
ments, and of the efficient manner in which he had discharged 
his magisterial duties. 


ce ee 


MR. WILLIAM HUNGERFORD HOLDICH. 


Mr. W. H. Holdich, solicitor, of Sleaford, Lincolnshire» 
died on the 30th ult., after a long illness. Mr. Holdichs 
the third son of the Rev. Thomas Holdich, rector of Muidwell, 
Northamptonshire, was born in 1809, and was educated at 
Harrow Schoo]. He served his articles with Messrs, Pearson, 
solicitors, Sleaford, and was admitted in 1831. He joined 
the firm shortly after his admission, and carried on business, 
in partnership with Mr. Charles Pearson, until the year 
1847, when Mr. Pearson retired, and since that time he has 
practised in partnership with his brother, Mr. C. W. Holdich. 
Mr. Holdich’s eldest brother assumed the name of Hunger- 
ford on inheriting the Dingley Estates, and one of his younger 
brothers is General Sir Edward Holdich, K.C.B. Mr. 
Holdich, who had an extensive private practice, was greatly 
respected by his brother professional men, and had the con- 
fidence of a large number of influential clients. 


MR. HENRY SHEPHARD LAW. 


Mr. Henry Shephard I.aw, solicitor (of the firm of Law 
& Hardy), of 13, Bush-lane, Cannon-street, died at his 
residence 5, Champion-park, Camberwell, on the 29th ult., 
after a painful illness of several months, at the age of 
seventy-six, Mr. Law was born in 1804. He was admitted 
a solicitor in 1828, and bad practised for about fifty years 
in Bush-lane. He was originally in partnership with Mr. 
Joseph Fitzwilliam Vandercom (formerly solicitor to the 
London Institution), Mr. Edward Richard Comyn, Mr. 
David Cree, and Mr. Fitzwilliam Comyn, Since becoming 
the head of the firm he had been associated with Mr. John 
Charles Hardy, who is vestry clerk of the parish of All- 
hallows-the-Less. Mr. Law had a very large private 
practice, and his firm were formerly solicitors to the General 
Board of Health. He was solicitor to the Commissioners 
of Lunacy, in which capacity he had conducted several 
important prosecutions. He had also been for several 
years ward clerk of Dowgate Ward. 


New Orders, Ete. 


COUNTY COURTS. 

By Order in Council, dated February 26, 1880 (published 
in the Gazette of Fetruary 27), it is provided that from and 
after February 28, 1880, the county court of Derbyshire 
holden at Chapel-en-le-Frith and Baxton shall be holden 
at New Miils as well as at Chapel-en-le-Frith and Buxton. 
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ORDER OF COURT. 
InpiA £5 PER Cent. Stock. 
Wednesday, Feb. 25, 1880. 

Whereas, by a notice dated the 22nd of December, 1879, 
the Secretary of State for India in Council has given notice 
that he is willing to grant in exchange for India £5 per Cent. 
Stock a like amount of India £4 per Cent. Stock, upon terms 
mentioned in the notice; and that the holders of India 
£5 per Cent. Stock who may be desirous to convert their stock 
upon those terms must signify their assent to the Secretary of 
State for India in Council, and that such assents must be de- 
livered at the office of the chief accountant of the Bank of 
England on or before Monday, the 1st of March, 1880: And 
whereas a large amount of India £5 per Cent. Stock is now 
standing to the credit of the Chancery Pay Office Account at 
tive Bank of England, and it is for the advantage of the per- 
sons interested in that stock that it be converted into a like 
amount of India £4 per Cent. Stock upon the terms men- 
tioned in the said notice: 

Now I do order that the Paymaster-General do signify in 
the manner directed by the said notice his assent to the 
conversion into India £4 per Cent. Stock on the terms men- 
tioned in the said notice of all such India £5 per Cent. Stock 
as shall on the Ist day of March, 1880, be standing to the 
credit of the Chancery Pay Office Account at the Bank of 
England, and do cause such assent to be delivered at the 
office of the chief accountant of the Bank of England on the 
said Ist of March, 1880. 

And I do further order that when such India £4 per Cent. 
Stock shall have been transferred to the Chancery Pay 
Office Account the Paymaster-General do place such stock to 
the credit of the several causes, matters, and accounts on 
which such India £5 per Cent. Stock shall be standing, and 
do write off such India £5 per Cent. Stock from such causes 
matters, and accounts. 

And I do further order that after the 1st of March, 1880, 
the Paymaster-General do, as far as may be practicable, 
give effect to all directions contained in any order, fiat, 
report, or certificate made in Chancery, or in the Chancery 
Division of the High Court of Justice, or in Lunacy, and 
to all powers of attorney and other instruments which 
shall be in force on that day, and shall refer to any stock 
to which this order applies, as if they referred to 
India £4 per Cent. Stock instead of to India £5 per Cent. 
Stock. 

Cartrns, C. 

We concur in this Order, 

G. Jesset, MR. 
W. M. James, LJ. 
Henry Cu tron, LJ. 
Ricup. Matins, V.C. 
James Bacon, V.C. 
Cuarvgs Hatt, V.C. 
CRIGHTON. 
Row. W1nNN. 








Solicitors’ Cases. 


COMMON PLEAS DIVISION. 
(Before LinpLEY and Lopzs, JJ.) 
March 2.—Re James Pettengill, w Solicitor, 


In this case, the liquidator of two companies, the “ Com- 
mercial Guarantee Society,” and the ‘‘Star Accident 
Society,” had obtained a rule calling on the solicitor to show 
cause why he should not be strock off rolls, The 
solicitor was solicitor to both companies, and, when they 
were being wounc up, he received from the liquidator 
certain sums of money b7 cheques to divide between the 
creditors. The solicitor paid these cheques into his own 
banking account, and distributed only a portion of the 
money among the proper recipients of it, leaving a sum 
of about £1,400 unaccounted for. 

Clare (Talfourd Salter, QC., with him), showed cause 
and read an affidavit of the solicitor in which he stated 
that he had no intention of appropriating the money to his 
own use; that certain sums of money due to him from 
clients not having been remitted to him, he was induced, 
through temporary embarrassments, to draw against the 





money at his bankers, intending to replace it as soon ag 
bis remittances.came to band ; that he had offered to pay 
the amount, together with interest and costs, by three 
equal instalments, at two, four, and six months; that £585, 
the amount of the first instalment, had already been paid; 
and that the greater part of the second was guaranteed. 

M'‘Leod, for the liquidator, offeredjno opposition to this 
arrangement being carried out. 

Linp.eY, J.—In this case Mr, Pettengill, the solicitor, 
bas not really offered anything like an answer to the 
grievance which is laid against him, He confesses, in fact, 
that he has done everything which Mr. Thompson alleges ; 
he gives certain reasons why he did it, and makes certain 
excuses, which I will allude to presently; but there 
is really no controversy at all about the facts, and 
the facts are, in outline, and so far as they are 
material, as follows :—Mr. Thompson was the liqui- 
dator of two companies, which are mentioned in 
the affidavit ; those companies were being wound up Volun- 
tarily. It was his duty as liquidator to collect the assets of 
those companies, and turn them into money, and distribute 
them amongst the creditors and shareholders according to 
their respective rights, and he was accountable to the 
court for the application of those assets, and if he had done 
that which this solicitor has done, and which I will allude 
to presently, the Chancery Division would have removed 
him, and made kim pay the costs of the apptication, and he 
would have been put into a position of very serions 
difficulty. Mr. Thompson’s duty was to take care and pay 
over all moneys which came to him to some separate 
account. If this had been a compulsory winding up, it 
would be his duty so todo pursuant to certain rales which 
have been published under and since the Act of 1862, 


Those rules do not apply > 2_solanlary. winding spsad 
the liquidator has a great deal of discretion ; but still I 
cannot help thinking that the person whose duty it is as 
trustee for others to collect their money and to disburse it, 
ought not to put those moneys in his bank accoant at all, 
but ought to take care to place it to a separate account; 
and in the case of a compulsory winding up the money bas 
to_be paid in @ Bank of England pursuant to the 
orders. at 1s not the case with a voluntary winding up; 
still the principle is the same, and Mr. Pettengill, the 
solicitor, ought to have known that perfectly well. The 
liquidator not being a solicitor might not know that, or 
might not even think of it. The solicitor’s first duty is 
to tell him that, and that he had no business to mix these 
moneys with his private moneys; still less excuse 
is there for the solicitor himself to do it pursuant 
to an arrangemens which might or might not be 
convenient—I say nothing about that, There is 
nothing wrong that I can see in this, that the liquidator 
should hand over the assets to the solicitor to enable him 
to distribute them amongst the creditors and shareholders, 
and it appears that he handed over to him two sums 
amounting together to £2,250 with instructions to apply 
them properly. Now what was the duty of that solicitor ? 
Certainly not to pay them into his own account, It was 
the first step which was utterly wrong. I do not say it 
was dishonestly done, or that he intended to do anything 
wrong at this time, but he was exposing himself to 
temptation; the money had no business there, it 
ought to have been paid into a separate account. 
Well, it remained where it ought never to have 
been, and then we find that which always does 
happen in these cases, it is made use of for improper 
purposes. I do not suppose Mr. Pettengil], the solicitor, 
ever intended to steal the money ; I express no opinion upon 
that. He has made an affidavit in which he says he in- 
tended nothing of the kind, and he drew upon his money 
more or less hoping that he would get funds from other 
sources to keep up his account; but in point of fact when 
it was his duty to pay some of the creditora who had claims 
against this liquidator, he draws cheques for their pay- 
ment, the Dummers’ cheque for £80, and another cheque 
for £240, and those cheques were dishononred, and that 
was as early as the 6th of May. Well, now he says in his 
affidavit that he told Mr. Thompson that the Dummers 
had been paid, and that they were amongst the people who 
had been paid. I confess I think that was extremely sus- 
picious because the total number of persons paid had nob 
been paid very much more than the united amount of those 
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two cheques, but I pass that over. I donot mean to say 
that Mr. Pettengill really intended to steal this money, [ 
think he intended to do that which people do when they 
pay money to their private account which does not belong 
to it, they pnt it there hoping that they will be able to 
meet the cheques, be they what they may, that they may 
have to draw, but at the same time it is conduct which is 
very wrong, and very wrong indeed on the part of a solici- 
tor whose duty it is to advise a client in the position of 
the liquidator. The solicitor knew very well that these 
were trust moneys, and without saying that was fraudu- 
lently done, he knew very well that they were not his 
own private moneys; but that he was accountable to other 
people, and he was liable himself to very hostile pro- 
ceedings, to which he had no answer at all, at the suit of 
the creditors and shareholders of these companies, and it 
was quite impossible to overlook this matter or to treat it as 
alight matter. It is, to say the least of it, a very serious 
misappropriation of trust moneys, and I have considered 
with my brother Lopes as to what should be done, and we 
think that simply to make the solicitor pay the costs would 
be taking too lenient a view of it. It is a very 
serious matter, and what we propose to do is to make 
him pay the costs of this application, and be suspended for 
eighteen months. 
Lorgs, J., concurred. 








Crevitors’ Clains. 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
LAST DAY OF PROOF. 


CrvuTrenDEN, Jonn, Bexhill, Sussex, Farmer. Apr2. Davey v Lans- 
dell, V.C. Hall. Currey, Lewes 

Harpwick, ALrreD, Northampton, Shoe Manufacturer. 
Hardwick v. Tomes, V.C. Malins. Denvis, Northampton 

Harcrove, Joun, Liverpool, Shipowner. Mar 18. Hargrove v 
Millar, District Registrar, Liverpool. Forshaw and Hawkins, Liver- 

ol 

eisver, Jous Watt, Sydenham, Gent. Marl5. Plowman v Hamer, 
V.C. Malins. B:idham, Salter’s Hall ct, Cannon st 

Hucues, Taomas, Haliow, Worcester, Wheelwright. 
Hughes, M.R. Hall, Worcester 

Loveess, AnDrew, Piddletrenthide, Dorset, Gent. Mar 22. 
v Oakley, M.R. Boyle, Mecklenburgh sq 

Mitts, Davip, Strand-on-the-Green, Chiswick, Gardener, 
Milis v Morse, M.R. Neal, Lime st 

Moreett. Anne, Warwick rd, Maida vale. 
M.R. Rose, Salisbury st, Strand 

Nicnors, Writtam, Moulsoe, Bucks, Farmer. 
Nichvis, M.&. stimson, Bedford 

Pipxs, SAMUEL, Derby, Timber Merchant. 
Pipes, V.C. Bacon, Hextall, Derby 

Resecca, ConsTanck, Bruton st, Berkeley sq- Sadler v 
Cracknall, M.R. Oblein, Queen Victoria st 

Woop, Caarzes, Clifton, York, Wire Manufactarer, Mar 15. Wood 
v. Rhodes, ¥.C. Hall. Ibberson, Dewsbury 

[ Gazette, Feb. 20.] 


Mar 15. 


Mar 18. Hillv 

Young 
Mar 1l. 
Mar 22. 
Mar 20. 


15. 


Watson v, Rose, 
Bassett v 


Mar Woodward v 


Mar 23. 


22 


“4 


CREDITORS UNDER & 23 VICT. CAP. 25. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 


Biack, WALLACE Brucr, Rochester, Kent, Manufacturer. 
Pratt and Son, Rochester 
Brake, Georee, Norwich, Gent. March 31, Coaks and Co, No:wich 
Bia-eock, Taomas, Normanton, Leicester, Retired Farmer. Apr 1. 
Argyle and Sons, Tamworth 
Bovurpin, Frangors Hipproiyte, Bryanston st, Hyde park, Esq. Apr 2. 
Cuiler and Go, King st, St James’s 
Baieas, Senttxy, Nottingham, Licensed Victualler. Apr 20, Speed, 
Nouingham 
Bricut, Epwarp, Brighton, Jeweller. March 25, Hill and Co, Brighton 
Butt, Joun, North Cadbury, Somerset, Yeoman, March 25. New.oaa 
and Co, Yeovil 
Cavat, Caar.xs, Brighton, Carrier. March 30, Verrall, Brighton 
Ctayron, JEAN HevRierrs, Cedars rd, Clapham, March 25. Nuna, 
Bedford row 
i, Mary, Sidney st, Brompton. March 31. Ejgeom> and Co, 
orisea 
Cross, Ernest, Pickering, York, Wine and Spirit Merchant. March 
25, Harrison, Kirby Moorside 
DawpripcK, ANNa Manta, Cheltenham. Apr 6. James and Bodenham, 
Hereford 
Davies, Davin, Yspytty Evan, Carnarvon, Licensed Victualler. March 
20. Grif&th, Llaurust 
DrHorP, HeNay, Shepley, nr Huddersfield, Gent, March 25, 
Heeley, Holmfirth 
Gaarton, JoszrH, Timberfield, Derby, Gent. March 12, Gratton and 
Marsden, Chesterfield 
Y, Mrrcae.. Osartes, The Terrace, 
'. Vandercom and Co, Bush lane 
AN, MaTILDA, St Alban’s ter, Hammersmith. 
goynes and Co, Oxford st 


March 25, 


Upper Norwood, Esq. Apr 


March 31. Bur- 





Hanreison, Rosarr, Friday st, Silk Manufacturer. March 27. James 
Ely pl, Holborn 

Heap, Jonn Bennett, Rugeley, Stafford, Innkeeper. March 13. Barnes, 
aod Russell, J.ichfield 

Hotmes, Francis, Cartworth, Yors, Farmer. March 13. Ives mand 
Mellor, Holmfirth 

Hupson, Heney, Portslade, Sussex, Farmer. March 17. 
Brighton 

Jones, Taomas, Aberystwi h, Cardigan, Merchant. Apr6. Hughes and 
Son, Aberystwith 

Locxwoop, Francis, Askern, York, Farmer. March 20. Horner, 
Wakefield 

Lone, Jaws, South View ter, Carlisle. March 2. Saul, Carlisle 

MANASTEBIOTTI, ANTONIO GiusepPe, Brighton, Lodgiag-house Keeper. 
May 10. Upperton and Bacon, Brighton 

Many, Heney, Phillimore gardens, Esq. March 30. Miller and Co, 

March 27. Davidson and 


Verrall, 


Salters’ Hall ct 

Marguaq, Lucy ANNE, Henley-on-Thames, 
Co, Spring gardens 

Marusgwson, Ava, Gateshead, Durham, Commission Agent. 
Mather and Co, Newcastle-on-Tyne 

McGregor, Hue, Whitby, York, Supsrintendent of Police, 
Buchanan and Sons, Baxtergate, Whitby 

Meppins, Ricaarp, Newtown, Montgomeryshire, Gent. March 25. 
Williams and Co, Newtown 

Mivpteron, Gzorce, City rd, April 19. Story and Cowland, Theo- 
bald’s rd, Gray’s ion 

Parry, James, Bromsgrove, Worcester, Gent. April 30. 
Bromsgrove 

Priomprre, Louisa Frances, Cambridge ter, Hyde Park. Mar 20. 
Palmer and Co, Trafalgar eq 

RovrpsEtt, Francts Poowey, Bryanston st, Portman sq, Clerk in Holy 
Orders. Mar 26. Futvoye and Co, John st, Bedford row 

Sarumon, Mary Ann, Kelvedon, Essex. April 30. Howard and Co, 
Colchester 

Stack, Grorcr WiLt1aM, Liverpool, Chemical Manu‘acturer. Mar 31. 
Rogerson and Co, Liverpool 

Sairutes, James, Saddleworth, York, S:one Dealer. Mar 31. Toy and 
Broadbent, Ashton-under-Lyde 

Stainton, Ann, Doncaster. May 14, 

STEWaur, THeEoPHILus, Leamington Priors, 
Leaming:on 

Taytor, Joun Tertivs, Birmingham, Jeweller, 
Birmingham 

Tribe, lisrman Henry, Chatham, Surgeon. 
kochester 

Weaver, Hargrert, Hereford. April 6. 
Hereford 

= Georce, Ironville, Derby, Wheelwright. March 11. Owen, 

erby 

Woottatr, Samvet, Aston Bury, Hert?:rd, Farmer. Mareh 31. 

Spence and Co, Hertford 
[ Gazette, Feb 17.] 


ATKINSON, CnaRLEs Jons, Lorbottle House, Northumpertind, Lieu- 
tenant 24th Regt. Mareh 22. Trotter and Co, Bishop Auckland 

BoswoatH, Dan1Et, Park lane, Upper Baker st, Cora Dealer. Apr 7. 
Willoughby and Cox, Clifford’s inn ; 

BraDy, CHaRr Les, Tunstall, Stafford, Medical Practitioner. March 1. 
Liewellyn and Ackrill, Tunstall 

BUsWELL, Jonn, Litchborough, Northampton, Plumber. 
Roche, Daventry 

Cameron, Rev ArcuipatD ALLEN, Hurst, Berks, Clerk. Apr 15. 
Mackey, Paper buildings, Temple 

Cavie, WuARTon Downes, Westbourne pk rd, Gent. March 18. Somer- 
ville, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Caanpvey, Henry, Warrington, Gunner Royal Artillery. 
Nicholson and Co, Warrington 

CueaL, CHarues, Brighton, Carrier. March 30, Ve-ra)l, Brighton 

Coxon. Rev Mark, Heswall, Chester, Clerk. Marca 17. Simpsoa and 
North, Liverpool 

Dixon, THomas, Walsall, Staff rd, Sadlers’ Tcol M:ker. 
terell, Walsall 

GARNER, WiIttiam, Malden rd, Kentish town, Liceased Victuatler. 
March 14. Nevett, Warwick ct, Gray’s inn 

GiLLENDER, Ropert, Gateshead, Gent. March 25. Swinburne 

GooLD, Wittram James, Durant st, Hackney rd, Doll Manufacturer, 
Mareh $1. Seott, (jresham duildings, Basinghad st 

Sn Anny, Wilcote, Oxford. April. Kuby and Mace, Chipping 

Vorton 

Harpine, Ricnarp, Cuddington, Chester, Gent. April. Bradburne 
Northwich 

Harnuts, Lucy, Brading, Isle of Wight. March 26, Poole and Hughes, 
Chancery lane 

Haatn, Comroxt, Martha st, Cambridge heath, B ick!ayer. 
Heathfield and Son, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Hout, Danist, Clay Cross, Derby, Engine Tenter. Aor 1. 
Chesterfield 

Jaacer, Josepn Horatio, Stratford-upon-Avon, Bank Manager. 
March 3l. Blewitt, Birmingham 

NabDiy, NaTsanien Guy, Stapenhill, Derby, Colliery Proprietor. May t. 
Jennings and Burton, Burton-on-Trent 

OxenpeN, Rev Monracur, Eastwell Rec‘ory, Kent, C'erk. 
Wightwick and Co, Canterbury 

Prrcy, Marruew, Etruria, Stafford, Furna:e Managar. 
linor, Hanley 

Porrer, Ricnarp, Nettlebeid, Oxford, Sack Manufacturer. 
Cooper and Sen, Henley-on-Thames 

RICHARDSON, THomas, St LeonarJ’s rd South, Bromley, Get. 
24. Marsh, Fen ct, Fenchurch st 

Ricwarpson, WILLIAM, Georgiana st, Camden town, Gent. 
Millman, Southampto. buildings 

STEPHENS, ARCHIBALD Jonny, Chancery lane, Barrister-at-Law. Mar:h 
20. Hopgord and Co, Whitehall pl 

Tuomas, Bensamin, Trillocott, Devon, Retired Farmer. March 25. 
White and Dingley, Launceston 

Tuomas, Jota, Reading, Berks. Apr 5. Bailey and Co, Berners st 

WanstaLt, Taomas, Lynsted, Kent, Farmer. March 31 Tuassell and 
Son, Faversham 


Apr 5. 
March 1. 


Sanders, 


Parkin and Co, Doneaster 
Apr 15. Field and Sous, 


March 1, Turner, 
March 18. Stephenson, 


James anid Bodenham, 


March 3. 


March 20. 


Apr 2. Cot- 


Apr |. 
Black, 


Apr I. 
Apr Lt. Chal- 
May 1. 
Muireh 
March 31. 
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Wrtx1aMs, RoseRt, Brighton, Esq. March 25. Woods and Dempster, 
Brighton 


Witutams, Tomas, Princes Risbo-ough, Buckingham, Hay Dealer. 
March 20, Clarke, High Wycombe 
?Wincuam, Tuomas, Borough rd, Surrey, House Agent. March 31. 
Beaumont and Son, Lincoln's inn fields 
(Gazette, Feb. 20.] 


Becx, Perer, Shrewsbury, Sa!op, Banker. March 25. Sprott and Co, 
Siurewsbury 

Bevan, Witu1aM, Bristol, Gent. Apr 21, Heaven, Bristol ; 

gm Rosert, New Broad st, Gent. Apr 5. Merriman and Co, Austin 

riars 

Bouman, WitttaM, West Cornforth, Durham, Innkeeper. March 10. 
Chambers, Durham a 

CHortey, WILLIAM BRowNswakD, Marquis rd, Camden sq, Gent. Apr 
1. Crosfield, Liverpool 

CowreEartHwalrte, Joan, High Stennerskeuvgh, Westmoreland, Yeoman. 
Apr 3. Preston, Kirkby Stephen 

Cowptanp, Rev Rosert, Lichfield, Stafford. March 31. Somerville, 

May 1. 


Mote, Wal- 


Lincoln’s inn fields 

DRowHurst, SaMvEL, sen, New Cross rd, Gent. 
brook 

“Extis, ALFRED, Woodhouse Eaves, Leices‘er, Esq. May 1. Salusbury, 
Leicester 

Fiawitn, WitttamM, Durham Railway Station, Licensed Victualler. 
March 10, Chambers, Durham 

Hewson, Curistoraer, Wavertree, Lancaster, Printer. Apr 1. Brabner 
and Court, Liverpool 

‘Hickman, WIttr1aM, Elgin rd, Notting hill, Retired Paymaster-in-Chief 
~ a Royal Navy. March 31. Harvey, Sutherland gardens, Pad- 

ington 

Kina, Mary Parsons, Victoria cottages, New Wandsworth. Apr 25, 
Rixons, Gresham House, Old Broad st 

Pawtey, Wittram, Sevenoaks, Kent, Hotel Keeper. 
Knecker, Sevenoaks 

Pearson, JouN, Nottingham, Trimmer. 
liams, Nottingham 

Pearson, Sarau, Nottingham. March 25, 
tingham 

or WittraMm, Plymouth, Gent. Apr 30. Phillips and Sons, Ply- 
mou 

Rerp, Joan, Trelawney, Island of Jamaica, 
Co, Bedford row 

“Rickets, Sara, Monk st, Woolwich. June !. Richardson, Woolwich 

Saaw, Scsannag, Leavenshulme, nr Manchester. March 15. Brewis, 
St Helen’s 

Sarre, Wittiam Crover, Layham, Suffolk, Miller, May 1. Grimwade, 
Hadleigh 

SpasHam, JoLia WipDER, Norwich. March 31. Copeman and Ladell, 
Norwich 

SrePHENsoN, Isaac, Sculcoates, Kingston-upon-Hull, Bricklayer. Apr 
7. Thorney, Hull 

nem, Giraud st, Poplar, Carman. March 20. Vant, Leaden- 

all s 

Vye, Henry James, Swanege, Dorsét, Butcher. March 25, Marshfield, 
and Hutcnins, Wareham 

“Warsrick, Mary, Kirkdale, Liverpool. Mirch 20. Holland, Fairfield, 

___ur Liverpool 

Witt-mtre, Horace, Mortlake, Surrey, Gent. March 31. Mayhew 


[ Gazette, Feb. 24.] 


Mirch 18, 
March 25. Haunt and Wil- 
Hunt and Williams, Not- 


March 20. Winter and 


St Charles’ sq, Notting hiil 








Leqislation of the Week. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
FEB. 26.—BILL IN COMMITTEE. 


Inpran Satanres anp ALLowances (passed through Com- 
mittee). 
MARCH 1.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME, 

Private Bitts.—Alford and Sutton Tramways, Ely and 
Bary St. Edmund’s (Light) Railway, Great Yarmouth 
Water, London and North-Western Railway, London and 
North-Western Railway (Sutton Coldfield and Lichfield 
Railway), London Gas Light Company, Nantlle Vale Drain- 
age and Tramway, North Staffordshire Railway, Reading 
Gas, South London Tramways Extension, Loose Valley 
‘Bailway, Midland Railway. 

Post-Orrice (Money Orpers). 


!MARCH 2.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Puivate Bitts.—Great Northern Railway, Manchester 
and Milford Railway, Wandsworth and Patney Gas. 
BILL READ A FIRST TIME. 

Bitt tro Maxe Furruer Provision ror tug Supply or 
THE METROPOLIS AND THE ADJOINING PoruLous PLaces 
with Water (Mr. Cross). 

MARCH 3.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME, 
Private Birt.—London, Tilbury, and Southend Rail- 
ANDY. 
Burp anp Dear Mure Cuitpren. 
BILL IN COMMITTEE. 
ek Deaters’ Reta Licenses. 


PENDING LEGISLATION. 
SOLICITORS’ REMUNERATION. 


The following is the Lord Chancellor’s Bill:— 

A Bill intituled an Act for making better provision respecting 
the remuneration of Solicitors in Conveyancing and other 
non contentious Business. 

Be it enacted, &c. 
Preliminary. 


1. Short title ; extent.] (1) This Act may be cited as the 
Solicitors Remuneration Act, 1880. 

(2) This Act does not extend to Scotland, 

2. Interpretation.] In this Act— 

“ Solicitor” means a solicitor or proctor qualified according 

to the statutes in that behalf; 

‘¢Client ” includes any person who as a principal, or on 
behalf of another, or as trustee or executor, or in any 
other capacity, has power, express or implied, to retain 
or employ, and retains or employs, or is about to re. 
tain or employ, a solicitor, and any person for the time 
being liable to pay to a solicitor, for his services, any 
costs, remuneration, charges, expenses, or disburse- 
ments, 

‘¢Person” includes a body of persons corporate or unin- 
corporate. 

General Orders. 

3. Power to make general orders for remuneration in con. 
veyancing, dc.| In England, the Lord Chancellor, the Lord 
Chief Justice of England, the Master of the Rolls, the Lord 
Chief Justice of the Common Pleas, and the Lord Chief 
Baron of the Exchequer, or any three of them, the Lord 
Chancellor being one, and, in Ireland, the Lord Chancellor, 
the Lord Chief Justice of Ireland, the Master of the Rolls, 
the Lord Chief Justice of the Common Pleas, and the Lord 
Chief Baron of the Exchequer, or any three of them, the Lord 
Chancellor being one, may from time to time make such 
general orders as to them seem fit for prescribing and regu- 
lating, in such manner as they think fit, the remuneration of 
solicitors in respect of business connected with sales, pur- 
chases, leases, mortgages, settlements, and other matters of 
conveyancing, and in respect of other business not being 
business in any action, or transacted in any court, or in the 
chambers of any judge or master, and not being otherwise 
contentious business, and may revoke or alter any such order, 

4, Principles of remuneration.] Any general order under 
this Act may prescribe remuneration according to a scale of 
rates of commission or percentage, varying or not in different 
classes of business, or by a gross sum, or by a fixed sum for 
each document prepared or perused, without regard to length, 
or in any other mode, or partly in one mode and partly in 
another, or others, and may regulate the remuneration with 
reference to all or any of the following, among other con- 
siderations (namely) : 

The position of the party for whom the solicitor is cone 
cerned in any business, that is, whether as vendor or 
as purchaser, lessor or lessee, mortgagor or mortgagee, 
and the like : 

The place, district, and circumstances at or in which tle 
business or part thereof is transacted : . 

The amount of the capital money or of the rent to which 
the business relates : 

The skill, labour, and responsibility involved therein on 
the part of the solicitor : 

The number and importance of the documents prepared 
or perused, without regard to length : 

The average or ordinary remuneration obtained by solicitors 
in like business at the passing of this Act. 

2. Security for costs, and interest on disbursements.] General 
orders under this Act may authorize and regulate tne taking 
by a solicitor from his client of security for fucure remunera- 
tion in accordance with the orders, to be sscertained by 
taxation, or otherwise, and the allowance of interest on money 
disbursed by a solicitor for his client. 

6. Order to be laid before Houses of Parliament ; disallow- 
ance on address.| (1) A general“order under this Act shall 
not take effect unless and uatil it has been laid before each 
House of Parliament, and one month thereafter has elapsed. 

(2) If within that month an address is presented to the 
Queen by either House, seeking the disallowance of the order, 
or part thereof, it shall be lawful for her Majesty, by Order in 
Council, to disallow the order, or that part, and the order or 





er part disallowed shall not take effect. 
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7. Effect of order as to taxation.} As long as any general 
order under this Act is in operation, the taxation of bills of 
costs of solicitors shall be regulated thereby. 


Agreements. 


8. Power for solicitor and client to agree on furm and 
amount of remuneration.] (1) With respect to any business 
to which the foregoing provisions of this Act relate, it shall 
be competent for a solicitor to make an agreement in writing 
with his client, and for a client to make an agreement in 
writing with his solicitor, before or after the transaction of 
any such business, for the remuneration of the solicitor, to 
such amount and in such manner as the solicitor and the 
client think fit, either by a gross sum, or by commission, or 
percentage, or by salary, or otherwise ; and it shall be com- 
petent for the solicitor to accept from the client, and for the 
client to give to the solicitor, remuneration accordingly. 

(2) The agreement may, if the solicitor and the client 
think fit, be made on the terms that the amount of the re- 
muneration therein stipulated for either shall include or shall 
not include any disbursements made by the solicitor in respect 
of searches, plans, travelling, stamps, fees, or other matters. 

(8) The agreement shall by virtue of this Act exclude all 
further claim of the solicitor in respect of any services or dis- 
bursements to which the agreement relates. 

(4) The agreement shall be, by virtue of this Act, binding 
on the parties thereto and their personal representatives. 

(5) The remuneration of the solicitor thereunder shall not 
be subject to any taxation, examination, or allowance. 

(6) The agreement may be sued and recovered on or im- 
peached and set aside in the like manner and on the like 
grounds as avy agreement not relating to the remuneration 
of a solicitor, and not otherwise. 

(7) But where by general orders under this Act remunera- 
tion for any business is prescribed or allowed to be according 
to a scale of rates of commission or percentage, a solicitor shall 
not be entitled, under any agreement under this section, to 
recover from his client, in respect of that business, any 
greater amount than that prescribed or allowed, according to 
that scale for the same business. 

9. Saving for interests of third parties.] (1) An agree- 
ment under this Act shall not affect the amount of costs 
recoverable from the client party thereto by any other person, 
or payable to the client by any other person, or any remedy 
for the recovery thereof, 

(2) Any such other person may, unless he has otherwise 
agreed, require any costs payable or recoverable by him to or 
from the client to be taxed in the ordinary course. 

(8) The client shall not be entitled tg recover from any 
other person under an order for payment of any costs com- 
prised in the agreement any greater amount than that payable 
by him to his own solicitor fur the same business, 

10. Restriction on Solicitors Act, 1870—33 § 34 Viet. e. 
28.] The Attorneys and Solicitors Act, 1870, shall not apply 
to any business to which this Act relates. 








Caurt Papers. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
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HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 
OrvER oF Court, 
Tuesday, the 24th day of Fetruary, 1880. 

Whereas from the present state of the business before the 
Master of the Rolls, the Vice-Chancellor Sir James Bacon, 
and Mr. Justice Fry respectively, it is expedient that a 
portion of the causes assigned to the Master of the Rolls, 
and now standing for trial or hearing before his lordship, 
should be transferred to the Vice-Chancellor Sir James 
Bacon ; and that the causes so to be transferred should for 
the purpose only of trial or hearing be transferred from the 
Vice-Chancellor Sir James Bacon to Mr. Justice Fry; Now 
I, the Right Honourable Hugh MacCalmont Earl Cairns, 
Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain, do hereby order 
that the several causes set forth in the schedule hereto be 
accordingly transferred from the Master of the Rolls to the 
Vice-Chancellor Sir James Bacon, and taken as causes 
assigned to the Vice-Chancellor Sir James Bacon, and be 
marked in the cause books accordingly. And I do further 
order that the same causes, when so transferred, be for the 
purpose only of trial or of hearing transferred from the 
Vice-Chancellor Sir James Bacon ‘to Mr. Justice Fry. And 
this order is to be drawn up by the registrar and set np in 
the several offices of the Chancery Division of the High 
Court of Justice. 

Schedule. 

Kimber v Loe act & motn for judgt 1879 K 55 
Cotching v The Metropolitan District Ry Co act 1879 C 

190 


Bennett v Needham act 1878 B 509 

In re Twemlow, deceased Huber v Twemlow act 1379 T 
118 

D'Arcy v Willis act 1879 D 207 

Waller v Tanqueray act 1879 W 335 

Holloway v Heath act 1879 H 158 

Arkwright v Newbold act 1879 A 68 

Attorney-Gen v Humphry act 1879 A 55 

Stevens v Manfield act 1878 S 449 

Ballard v Marsden act & motn for judgt 

Weidig v Isaacs act 1879 W 273 

In re Brooke, deceased Bulmer v Brooke act & motn for 
judgt 1879 B 416 

Balding v Scottish Provident Institution 

Jeffreys v Esson act 1879 J 135 

Marsden v Sambell act & motn for judgt 1879 M 307 

Dallas v Baghott act 1879 D 231 

Rains v Buxton act 1879 R 179 

Mitchell v Hebblethwaite act 1879 M 284 

Lodge v Austin act 1879 L 203 . 

Scott v Longrigg Longrigg v Scott act 1879 § 335 

Poplar District Board of Works v Limner Asphalte Paving 
Co act 1879 P 341 

Hubback v Frinneley act 1879 H 513 

Krehl v Burrell act 1879 K 70 

Morel Brothers v Rich act 1879 M 333 

Harris v The Colonial Assurance Corporation act 1879 H 
323 

Hicks v Bradley act 1878 H 265 

Deere v Gardener act 1879 D 97 

In re Mead, deceased Harris v Mead act 1879 M 262 

a Tp v Tottenham Local Board of Health act 1879 

167 

Gibbs v Taubman act 1878 G 266 

Addy v Beckett & Co act & motn for judgt 1879 A 126 

Thorpe v Cardy act 1879 T 249 

Andrew v Walker act 1879 A 65 

Solly v Sanderson act 1879 S 516 


1879 B 406 


act 1879 B 465 


Cairns, C. 
None of the causes in the above schedule will be placed 
in the paper for hearing before Monday, the 8th day of 
March, 1880, unless by the written consent of all parties. 








The Attorney-General has been chosen chairman of the 
Select Committee of the House of Commons appointed to 
inquire into the merits of the Bankruptcy Laws Amendment 
Bill. The proceedings of the committee, it is stated, will 
be confined to a discussion on the proposals of the Govern— 
ment. 
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SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 


March 9.—Messrs. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, FARMER. & BRIDGE- 
WATER, at the Mart at 2 p.m., Freehold Ground Rents (see 
advertisement, Feb.-21, p. 6). 

March 9.—Mr. MILLAR, at the Mart, at 1 for 2 p.m., Freehold 
Ground Rents (see advertisement, this week, p. 4). 

March 9.—Mr. W. Moore, at the Mart at2pm., Freehold 
and Leasehold Properties and Ground Rents (see advertise- 
ment this week, p. 4). 

March 10 —Messrs, E>win Fox & BovusFiELp, at the Mart, 
at 2 p.m., Shares (see advertisement, Feb. 28, p. 4). 

March 10.—Mesars. C. C. & T. Moore, at the Mart, at 1 for 
2 p.m., Freehold and Leasehold Estates: (see advertisement, 
this week, p. 4). 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTHS. 

CiaRK.—Feb. 28, at Summerfield, Dulwich, the wife of 
William J. Hyne Clark, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 

Crer.—Mar. 2, at 3, Josephine-avenue, Tulse-hill, the wife of 
Charles E. Cree, barrister-at-law, of a scn. 

Exrxins.—Feb. 25, at Winston House South, Reading, the wife 
of F. Elkins, solicitor, of a daughter. 

Porrer.—Feb. 20, at 25, Fawcett-street, South Kensington, 
the wife of James B. Porter, barrister-at-law, of a son. 

Suanp.—Mer. 3, at Addison-road North, W., the wife of W. 
Thornton Sharp, barrister-at-law, of a son. 

WoopxuovseE.—Feb. 28, at 16, Brunswick-terrace, Hull, the 
wife of James T. Woodhouse, solicitor, of a son. 


DEATHS, 

FiemMinc.—Feb. 19, at Rowton Grange, near Chester, William 
Fleming, M.D., a Magistrate for the counties of Westmore- 
land and Lancaster, aged 80. 

GaMAcKk.—Feb. 21, at Peterhead, Aberdeenshire, William 
Gamack, solicitor, aged 89. 

Harris.—Feb, 28, at Blackheath, Kent, William Augustus 
Harris, of Lincoln’s-inn, barrister-at-law, aged 33. 

Travis.—Feb. 17, at Penzance, Thomas Henry Travis, aged 69. 

TyNDALL.—Mar. 2, at 7, Ivanhoe-road, Sefton-park, Liverpool, 
William Tyndall), solicitor, aged 58. 

Youne.—Feb. 19, at Earleswood House, King Edward’s-road, 
Hackney, Charles Vernon Young, solicitor, of Arbour-square, 
Stepney, aged 49. 
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LONDON GAZETTES. 


Bankrupts. 
Fripay, Feb, 27, 1880. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Fernie, John, Oakhurst grove, East Dalwich. Pet Feb 25. Brougham. 
Mar 9 at 11 
Gonld, Robert, Portland st, Soho, Tailor. Pet Feb 25. Brougham. 
Mar 9 at 12 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Egear, William, Fawley, Southampton, Yeoman. Pet Feb 25. Daw, jun. 
Southampton, Mar 10 at 12 
McIntosh, Donald, Brincall-within-Withnell, Lancaster, Quarry 
Master. Pet Febv3. Holden. Bolton, Mar 11 at 11 
Plaskitt, Edmund, Gt Grimsby, Liscoln, Flour Dealer. Pet Feb 23. 
Daubney, Gt Grimsby, Mar 15 at 12 
Storr, George, Swinethorpe, Lincoln, Farmer. Pet Feb 24. Uppleby. 
Lincoln, Mar 11 at 1! 
Walters, Charles Hatton, Newport, Monmouth, Commission Agent. 
Pet Feb 23, Davis. Newport, Mar 10 at 11 
Welton, Joseph, Newca-tle-upon-Tyne, Builder. Pet Feb 23. Daggett. 
Newcastle, Mar ll at 12 


Tugspay, Mar. 2, 18860, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proots of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Card, William Sargent, Mitcham, Surrey, Commission Agent, Pet 
Feb 27, Pepys. Mar 19 at 11 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Baldwin, Henry, Brighton, Clouhier, Pet Feb 26. Jones, Brighton, 
Mar 18 at 11 
Beighton, George, Doncaster, Milkseller. Pet Feb 26. Wake. 
Sheffield, Mar 17 at 2 
Bland, Richard, Baston, Lincoln, Horse Dealer. Pet Feb 28. Gaches. 
Peterborough, Mar 1s at 11 
Duncan, Robert, Bishop Wearmouth, Durham, Innkeeper. Pet Feb 27. 
®Eilis. Sunderland, Mar 15 at 12 
Goodwin, Edwin, East Bergholt, Batcher. 
Ipswich, Mor 15 at 11 
Hewett, James, Parbrook, Titchfield, Hants, Farmer. 
Renny, Portsmouth, Mar 16 at 12 
Moore, Edward, Leeds, Provision Dealer. 
Leeds, Mar 24 at li 


Pet Feb 26. Grimsey. 
Pet Mar 1. 
Pet Feb 25. Marshall. 





Temple, Robert, Gt Grimsby, Fruiterer. Pet Feb 25. Daubney, Gt 
Grimsby, May 15 at 11.30 

Thomas, George, Tranmere, Chester, Hay Dealer. Pet Feb 27, 
Williams. Birkenhea*, Mar 12 at 12.30 

Tremewen, Dionysius Williams, Manchester, Solicitor. Pet Feb 27, 
Lister. Manchester, Mar 18 at 12 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripay, Feb, 27, 1880. 

Bowman, Robert M oore, Blackheath, Coal Coatractor. Feb 24 
Duffett, Emma, Herne Bay, Kent. Feb 20 
Hartley, George, Higginshaw, Lancaster, Milk Manager. Feb 27 
Palmer, John Whittle, Isle Brewers, Somerset, Farmer. Feb 23 
Stephenson, Benjamin hharles, Austin friars‘ Scochbrok-r. Feb 27 
Williams, William, New Brighton, Chester, Builder, Jan 30 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Faipay, Feb. 27, 1880. 
Ackroyd, Jonathan, Shipley, York, out of business. 
offices of Last, Tyrrell st, Bradford 
Allison, John, Claughton, Lancaster, Blacksmith. Mar 11 at 3 at offices 
of Cooper, Fox st, Preston 
Anakin, Charles, Liverpool, Ironmonger, Mar !1 at 3 at offices of Dixon 
and Syers, Lord st, Liverpool 
Atkins, John Freer, Willoughby Waterless, Leicester, Farmer, 
Mar 11 at 11.30 at offices of Fowler and Co, Grey Fnars chambers, 
Friar lane, Leicester 
Austen, George, Mountfield, Sussex, Farm Bailiff. Mar 6at 3 at the 
Provincial Hotel, Hastings. Indermaur and Co, Chancery lane 
Bacon, Thomas Smith, Hayton, Nottingham, Farmer, Mar 11 at 12at 
offices of Marshall, Chapelgate. East Retford 
Bacon, Willian, South Leverton, Nottingham, Farmer. Mar 11 et ll at 
offices of Marshall, Chapelgate, East Retford 
+, Rn kek 


Mar |2at 16 at 





Bailey, Charles, Manch 4 per. Mar 17 at 3 at offices of 


Parker, Norfolk st, Manchester 

Barcombe, Sarah, Wool, Dorset, Baker. Mar 17 at 2 at the Roya! Oak 
Inn, Dorchester. Weston 

Bell, William Joseph, Goswell rd, Clerkenwell, Carver. Mar 8 at 10 at 
offices of Shakespear, Budge row, Cannon st 

Benny, Jonn, St Wenn, Cornwall), Farmer. Mar 11 at 12 at offices of 
Nicholls, 8t Columb 

Biddick, James, Totton, nr Southampton, Draper. Marl t.at 12 at offices 
of Coxwell and Co, Gloucester sq, Southampton 

Blackwell, Joseph, Great Marlow, Bucks, farmer. Mar 16 at 3 
at the Red Lion dotel, High Wycombe. Rawson, Great Marlow 

Bracewe!!. William, Bracford, York, Grocer. Mar6 ut 2 at offices of 
Henry Varley, Leeds rd, Bradford. Watson, Leeds 

Brook, Willam, Hanley, Staff rd, Heerssiler. Ma: 9 at 11 at offices of 
Ayre, Cheapside, Hanley 

Brooks, Richard, Andover, Southamnton, Farmer. Mar 1! at 11 at the 
White Hart Hotel, Whitchurch. Clarke 

Browne, Walter James, Buxton, Derby, Assistant to an Architect. 
Mar 15 at 2 at the Shakespe.re Hotel, Buxton, Richards .n-and 
Son, Buxton 

Caliow, Edward, Vauxhall Bridge rd, Pimlico, Clerk. Mar 5at4at 
the White Swan, Colemanst Staniland, Nor:h rd, Highga’e 

Card, William, Hever, Ken‘, Farmer, Mar 10 at 12.30 at the Crown 
Inn, Edenbridge. Hasties, East Grinstead 

Champion, Frank, Harrison, Cuiledonian rd, Tsilor. Mar 15 at2 at 
offices of Reed and Lovell, Guildhall chambers, Bisinghall st 

Chapman, Thomas, Churchfield rd, Acton, Greengrocer. Mar 6 at lt 
at offices of Chilcott, St. Martin’s lane, Leicester sq 

Clarke, John, Stanfield, Norfolk, Miller. Mar 17 at 11 at offices of 
Wright and Barton, Ea-t Dereham 

Clarke, William, Whitburn, Durham, Provision Dealer. Mar 22 at ll 
at offices of Crow, jun., West Sunniside, Sunderland 

Collins, William, Sutton Coldfield, Warwics, of no occunation. Mar 8 
at 12 at offices of Beatson and Robertson, Charch st, Birming>»am 


Cooper, Ambrose, Cheltenham, Dairyman, Mar 11 at 3 at offices of ° 


Pruen, Regent st, Cheltennam 

Coxon, Thomas, and Joseph Barker Coxon, Greenfigld, York, Farmers. 
Mar 3 at the Royal George Hotel, Greenfield, im lieu of the place 
originally named 

Cripps, Philip, Blunde'l st, Caledonian rd, Ca» Builder. Muar 10 at ll 
at offices of Morris, Mitre ct, Temple 

Daintith, James, Grappenha!l, Chester, Farmer. Mar 19 at 3 at offices 
of Davies and Co, Bewsey st, Warriington, Brvo« und Davies, 
Warrington 

Day. William John, Redhill, Surrey, Tobacconist. Mar 10 at 2 at 
— of Hubbard, London Joist Stock Bank chambers, West Smith- 

e 

Deeley, Joseph, Birkenhead, Boot Manufactvrer. Mar 10 at 2 at offices 
of Bleakley and Downham, Hamilton sq, Birkenhead 

Dennis, Enos, Sherborne, Dorset, lunkeeper. Mur 9 at 11.30 at offices 
of Davies, the Abbey, Sherborne 

Dent, John, Darlington, Durham, Slag Merchant. Muar 1\ at 11 at office 
of Garbutt and Fawcett, Fiokie st, Siockton-on-Tees 

Eccles, William, Patricroft, Lancaster, Joiner. Mar 12 at 11 at offices 
of Smith, King st, Manchester 

Edwards, Frederick, Southampton, Grocer. Mar 10 at 3 at offices of 
Bell, Portiand st, Southempton 

Farley, William, Ram » Kent, Provision Dealer. Mar 10 at 10 at 
the Pantechnicon Ofivoes, Camden rd, Ramsgate. Waring, Borough 
High st, Southwark 

Fenn, Henry, Clacton-on-Sea, Essex, Grocer, Mar 10 at !2 at offices of 
Scar'ett and Sutthery, Chelmsford 

Fielding, George, Snarestone, Leicester#Farmer, Mar 11 at 2 at the 
~ nad of Mutton Inn, Ashby-de-la-Zouch, Wilson, Burton-on- 
Trent 

Fitch, Samuel Hill, Dagenham, Essex, Farmer. Mar 17 at 3 at the 
Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Wolferstau and Co, [renmonger lane, 
Cheapside 

Foster, John Godwin, Bristol, Coal Merchant. Mar 12 at 2.30 at 
offices of Tribe and Co, Albion chambers, Bristol. Salmon, Bristol 

Foulds, John, Elland, York, General Drajer. Mar 11 at LL at oifices 
of Leeming, Westgate, Halifax 
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fiaccr, Robert McLean, Darlington, Durham, Surgon. Mar 11 at 11 
at the Trevelyan Hotel, Darlington, Dann and Watson, Dartington 
Gerard, John, Himbleton, Worcester, Farm-r. Mur 12 at 12 at oifie:s 
of Corbet!, Avenue House, the Croes, Wurcester 
Gledhi 1. George, Slaithwaite, York, Stripper and Grinder. Mar 10 at 
gat offices of Ainley and Hall, New st, Huddersfield 
Golding, Thomas Mingaye, Walsham-le-Willows, Suffolk, Solicitor. 
Mar 20 at 12 at the Guiidhal), Bury St Edmunds. Salmon and Son, 
Bury St Edmunds ; 
Graseam, William Henry, Spalding, Linevin, Agricultural Iunplement 
Maker. Mar 8 at 12 at offices of Selby, Spalding 
Gray, Archibald, Brockenburst, Southampton, Innkeeper, Mar 10 at 
] at offices of Moore and Jackman, Cuptain’s row, Lymington 
Green, Ann, Beeston, nr Leeds, Grocer. Mar ll at 3 at the Law 
Institution, Alb'on place, Leeds, Banks, Leeds 
Green, John, Colne, Lancaster, out of business. Mar 12 at 3 at o Sces 
of Wright and Waterworth, Devonsh:re buildings, Keighley 
Hall, John, Leeds, Architect. Mar 12 at 3.30 at the Great Northen 
Hotel, Leeds. Foster and Co, Halifax 
Harris, Matilda, Albert Harris, George Henry Harris, and Carles 
Harris, Leicester, Boot and Shoe Makers. Mar 11 at 12 at offices of 
Harvey, Selborne buiidings, Milistone lane, Leicester 
Barvey, Samuel Taylor, Westcn-super-Mare. Buider, Mer 11 at 11 
at the Grand Hotel, Broad st, Bristol. Smith, Weston-super-Mare 
Hewett, Thomas, Cathnor rd, Shepherd’s Bush, Woollen Draper's 
Assistant. Maré at 2et the Inns of Court Hotel, High Holborn, 
Harrison. Richmond gardens, Shepherd’s Bush 
Hopwood, Thomas, York, Plumber. Mar 11 ut 3 at offices of Crumbie, 
Stonegate, York 
Hughes, George, Ross, Herefoid, Boot Maker. Mar 10 at 11 at offices 
ef Hebb. Charch st, Ross 
Jackson, Eleanor, Knutsford, Cheshire, Wine Merchant. Mar 11 at 
2.30 at the Mitre Hotel, Cathedral ya:d, Manchester. Ashworth and 
Inman, Manchester 
Jes. Robert, Liscard, Cheshire, Drap-r. 
Brabner and Court, Cook st, Liverpool 
Kirg, Appleby, Worceser, Dental Surgeon, 
Tree and Son, High st, Worcester 
Knapp, Johu, Wanborough, Wilt, Farmer. 
Kinneir and Tombs, High st. Swindon 
Keapp, William Pitcher, Church st, E¢gware rd, Draper. 
at ottices of Collins, Fuarnival’s inn 
La'ham, John,| Wheatfield, Oxford, Farmer.{Mar 15 at 12 at the George 
Hotel, Aylesoury. Tyler, Birmingham 
Lee, Jose: h, and William Henry Lee, Huddersfield, Woollen Cloth 
Merchants. Mar 10 at 11 at offices of Learoyd and Co, Buxton rd, 
Huddersfield 
Lewis, Frederick William, Wigmore st, Cavendish sq, Tailor. Mar 15 
at li at offices of Rexworthy, Cheapside 
Lewi-, William, Ystalyfera, Glamorgan, Grocer. 
of Jellicoe, Prospect pl. Swansea 
Loyd, George Francis, Shrewsbury, Boot Dealer. Mar 5 at the Inns of 
Court Hotel, Holborn, London, in lieu of the place originally named 
love, Peter, Westerham, Kent, Farmer. Mar 15 at 3 at the Law 
Institution, Chancery lane. Smith, Staple inn 
Manning, Robert, Saxtead, Saffolk, Farmer. Mar 12 at 2 at the Crown 
and Archor Hotel, Framlingham. Pollard, Ipswich 
Marsh, Henry, Sutton Mandevilie, Wil's, Farmer. Mar 10 at 12.30 at the 
White Hart Hote!, Salsbury. M yo and Marsh, Yeovil 
Marshall, Dan, Dunmow, Essex, Farmer. Mar 11 at 11 at the Saracans 
Head Hotei, Dunmow. Cunnington, Braintree 
Mar.in, Hannah, West Hallam, Derby, Farmer. Mar 11 at 11 at offices 
of Potter, Irongate, Derby 
Mason, Charles Joseph, Church st, Kensington, Dealerin Bicycles. Mar 
1] at 1! at the Masons’ Hali Tavern, Masons’ avenua, Basinghall st. 
Aubyn, Gracechurch st 
McCourty, Robert, Preston, Draper, 
and Parker, Cannon st, Preston 
Meadows, Sarah, and Ann Farr, Lenchwick, Worcester, Farmers. Mar 
18 at 11 at effices of Corbett, Avenue hvuse, The Cross, Worcester 
Milsom, Joseph Kershaw, Poull, York, Licensed Victualler. Mar 8 at3 
at offices of Chambers, Scale,lane, Kingston-upon-Hull 
Morley, Thomas, Bradford, York, Hatter. Mar 11 at 3 at offices of 
Singleton, New Booth st, Bradford 
Naisbitr, William, Darlington, Durham, Grocer. Mar 12 at 1 at offices 
of Wilkes, Northgate, Darlington 
Newman, John, Seuthampron rd, Kentish Town, Boot and Shee Maker. 
wd : by 3 at offices ot Marchant and Co, Ludgate hill. Best, Lud- 
g« i 
Norman, William, Tudely, Kent, Poulterer. 
Palmer, Salford ter, Tonbridge 
Nugent, George ‘ihomia, Brighton, Chemist. Mar 13 at 11.30 at 
otfices of Nye urd Greenwood, Serjeant’s inn, Fleetsi. Nye, 
Brighton 
Pearce, Silas, Fishponds, Gloucester, Beer Retailer, Mar 12 at 12 at 
— of Stanley and Co, Royal Insurance buildings. Corn st 
ristol 
Perrin, John, Romily, Chester, Grocer. Mar 15 at 3 at offices of Nuttall 
and Son, John Dalton st, Manchester 
Philipson, Flizabeth, and Dorothy Phillipson, Goswell rd, Tea Dealers. 
Mar 8 at 2 at offices of Ardrews and Mason, Ironmonger lane. Goren, 
South Molton st, Oxford st 
Plant, Arthur, Goldenhill, Stafford, Whe:lwright, Mar 10 at II at 
the Bull’s Head Hotel, Congleton. Cooper, Congleton 
more, James, Newport, Sulop, Grover. Mar 18 at1l at offices of 
Heane, Newport 
Porter, Edward, Bradford, York, Licensed Victnallor. 
4 at offices of Baker, Commercial Bank bldngs, Bradford 
ice, Rees, Liwydcoed, Glamorgan, Contractor. Mur 12 at 11 at offices 
of Williams, Cannon st, Aberdare 
Pridmore, Robert Jemes, Corby, Lincoln, Saddler. 
offices of Law, St Mary's place, Stamford 
Pugh, Edwin, Bithell, Radnor, Farmer. Mar 15 at 8 at the Crowa 
Hotel, Hay. Cheese, Hay 
, William, Wymondham, Norfolk, Farmer. 
of Sadd and Linay. Theatre st, Norwich 
ves, Colston, Piym:u:h, Devon, Cork Manufacturer. 
at the Rougemont Hotel, Exeter. Brian, Plymouth 


Mar 10 at 2.30 at offices of 
Mar 9 at 11 at offices of 
Mar 12 at2 at offices of 

Mar 12 at 2 


Mar 8 at 3 at offices 


Mar 12 at 3 at offices of Forshaw 


Mar 10 at 11 at offices of 


Mar 12 at 


Mar 11 at 10 at 


Mar 11 at 3 at offices 


Mar 12 at 12 





Richmond, William, Nottingham, Leather Merchant. Mar 9 at 2.30 at 
the Maypole Hotel, Market piace, Nottingham 

Riley, Thom«s, Wrexham, Denbigh, Fish Dealer, Mar 19 at 11 at 
offices-f Sherratt. Regent st, Wrexhan 

Roche, Willian, Wakefield, Boot Dealer. Marllat3 at offie:s of 
Lodge, Park row, Leeds 

Ruck, Henry, Cheltenham, Che-.ist. Mar 15 at 11 at offices of’ Clark, 
Regent st, Ch-ltentam 

Sagar, Thomas, Padiham, Lancashire, Furniture Deidler. Mar 8 at3 
at ottices of Artindale and Art dale, Hargreav~s «, turnley 

Saunders, John, Meeting house court, London B-idge, Gresngrocer, 
Mar 13 at 12 at offices of Fow'er, Newington cause way 

Sawdon, William Harrison, Piewxertng, Yerx, Saddler. Mar i2 at 3 at 
Office: of Whitehea@, Hungate, Pickering 

Shepherd, Charies Paaeock, Amp'efortn, York, Ca tl: Deser. Mar 12 
at 2 at offices of West, Thirsk 

Sugars, Richard Darban, and William Cook Sugars, Manchester, Corn 
Factors. Mar 15 at 2 at offices of Crowther aud Clayton, Boot st, 
Coop 'r st, Manchester 

Thorpe. Seott, Denby Dale, nr Huddersfield, Fraitere~. Mar 11 af Il 
at offices of Armitage, Lord st, Hudd+refiell 

Titrerton, George, Derby, Butcher. Mar 9 at 3 at offices of Cooke, 
Albert st, Derby 

Turner, Thomas, Liverpool, Engine Tenter. 
Quelch, Ha ton garden, Liverpool 

Va: net, George, West Hartlepool, Newspaper Publisher. Mar ll at 12 
at offices cf Brunton, Albert ter, West Hurilepool 

Walker, Anirew, Riccall, York, Inne-per. Mur 6 at 1! at the Grey- 


hound Inn. Riccsll. Wright, Selby 
Mar 20 at 3 at the Adelphi 


Wallace, George, Crewe, Chester. Grocer. 
Mar 9 at 12 at offices of Wilkinson, St 


Mar 12 ac 3 at offices of 


Hotel, Earle st, Crewe. Hill, Crewe 

Ward, John, York, Tailor. 
Helen’s sq, York 

Warner, Alfred, Mark lane, Manure Manufacturer. Mar 15 at 2 at the 
Gaildnall Tavern, Gresham st. Gadsden, Bed ord row 

Wickham, Thomas Oseland, Hulme, Manchester, Hosier. 
at offices of Sale and Co, Booth st, Manchest r 

Wigg, William, Basingstoke, Hents, Farmer. Mar 10 at 12.30 as the 
Wheutsheat Hotel, Basingstoxe. Bealeand Martin, Reading 

Wilkes, Iddo, and Oaleb Wilkes, Up on-upon-Severn, Worcester, Iron- 
mongers. Mar11 at 12 at offices of Powell, Upton-upon-Severa 

Wilkinson, Jsmes Dav, Danbury, Essex, Parmer. Mar 12 at 12 at 
ottices of Bl. th, Chelmsford 

Wiliams, Robert besley, Cardiff, Tailor. Mar li at 12 at offices of 
Morgan and Scott, High st, Cardiff 

Wilson, Ellerton, Darlington, Farmer. Mar 6 at 2 at the Fleece Hotel, 
Richmond. Teale, Middlesborough 

Winter, George, and George James Wiuter, Duke et, Bloomsbury, 
Leathez Dressers. Mar 12 at 3 at offices ot Lovering and Oo, Gresham 
st. Croft, Union ct, Old Broad st 

Woud, Henry, Tunbridge Wells. Mar 10 at 3 at th» Carlton Hotel, 
Bridge ra, Tunbridge Wells. Fvoord and Edwards, Old Broad st 

Wyatt, Richard, King John st, Stepney green, Labourer. Mar 6 a+ 10.30 
at 49, Bromley st, Commercia! rd Basc. Hicks, Viccoria pk rd 

Tuespay, March 2, 18:0. 

Adams, Thomas, juc, Coventry, Watch Manucacturer. Mar Il at2 at 
ottices of Minster, Trinity churchyard, Coventcey 

Adlar, Joseph, King st West, Hammersmith, Portmanteau Mawufae- 
turer. Mar 15 at 3 at offices ot Cayley, Jermyn st, St James's 

Albery, Frank, Idmiston rd, Forest Gate, Commercial Travolier. Mar 
13 at 9 at Belladonna Villa, Renhi!l rd, Sutton 

Andrews, Richard, Broseley, Salop, Grocer. Mar 18 at 12.30 at Sqairrel 
Hotel, Bridgnorth. Hasiewood, Bridgnorth 

Anti'l, Jacob, Eastcombes, Gloucester, Baker. Mar 22 at 11 at offices 
of Bali and Co, Stroud 

Arbon, Charles, Kenton, Suffolk,$Wheelwright. “Mar 16 at 12 at offices 
of Vulliamy, Tower st, Ipswich 

Armitage, Eavch, and Alfred Armitage, Liverpool, Tailors. Mar 16 at 
3 at offices of Learoyd and Cv, Buxtoa rd, Huddersfi -ld . 

Armstrong, Wiliam, Neiturop, Oxford, Lice sed Victualler, Mar 13 

Mar 18 at 12 at 


Mar 10 at3 


at 10 at offices of Crosby, Bridge st, Banbury 
Atkins, Benjamin, Hednesford, Stafford, Grocer. 
offices of Vaughan, Walsall st, Wilenhall 
Baker, Charles, Praed st, Paddington,;of no occupation. Mar 12 at 2 
at 7, Ivery buildings, Sussex Hill, Brighton. Harrison, Panoras 


lane 

Bale, William James, Card.ff, Boot and Shoe Manufacturer. Mar 16 at 
11 at offices of Munn and Kennard, Queen s:, Ca:d ff. Morgau and 
Scott, Cardiff 

Balls, Fanny, Henley-on-Thames, Baker. Mar 23 at 12 at the Cathe- 


rive Wheel Hotel, Henley-on-Thames. Green 

Barber, Frederick William, Luton, Bedford, Carver. 
the Queen's Hotel, Lutun. Annesley, St. Albans 

Batty, Robert,jun., West Hartiepool. Durham, Coal Merchant. 
19 at 3 at offices of Bell and Son, Church st, Wes: Harilepool 

Bauer, Henrich, Ki burn Park rd, Maiua Vale, Baker. Mar t6 at 2 at 
offices of Brown, Baisinghall st 

Benjamin, Solomon, Houndsditch, Wholesale Clothier. 
ottices of Barnet, Palmerston bidgs, Old Broad st 

Bennett, Eiward Richard, Birmiaghaaz, Tailor. Mar 15 at 11 at o‘fices 
of ‘Tayior, Colmor row, Birmingham 

Bennett, Williwm, Fontmeil Magaa, Dorset, Farmer. 
the Ship Hotel Shaftesoury 

Betts, William Crowther, and Frederick Caisley, Nottingham, Woo'er 
Merchants, Mar !2 at 3 at offices of Haigh and Sons, St. John's rd, 
Huddersfield. Lees, Notiinghan 

Birch, Thomas, Haliow, Worcester, Bricklayer. 
offices of Miller and Co, Foregate st, Worcester 

Bourne, Edward, Chipnatl, Salop, Firmer, Mar 18 at 3 at the Corbel 
Arms Hotel, Market Drayton. Martin, Nantwich 

Brice, John, Winslow, Bucks, Licensed Victualler, 
offi.es of Crosby, Bridge st, Banbury 

Browns, Patrick, Bangor, Carnarvon, Licensed Hawker. Mar ll at 12 
at the Albion Hotel, Chester. Hag hes and Pritchard, Bagnor 

Cadmore, Wil iam, Presteign, Radnor, Farmer. Mar 17 a: the Radnor- 
shire Arms Hotel. Stephens, Presieign 

Chad, Edward, Hyde, Kingsbury, Grocer. Mar 16 at 1] at the Masoay’ 
Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Bassinghall st 


Mar ll at Sat 
Mar 


Mar Il at 3 at 


Mar 15 at 12 at 


Mar 13 at 3.30 at 


Mar 16 at 10 at 
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Chapman, Thomas, Swithland, Leicester, Innkeeper, Mar 16 at 12 at 
alone of Deane and Hands, Market pl, Loughborough 
Cheswerth, William, Hulme, Manchester, Beerhouse Keeper. Mar 16 
at offces of Woodall and Marriott, Norfolk st, Manchester 
Child, John Thomas. Sanndersfoot, Pembroke, Grocer. Mar 18 at 
10.30 at offices of Gwynne and Stokes, Cra:kwell st, Lenby 
Christiansen, Niels, Bootie, Liverpool, Provision Dealer. Mar 15 at 2 
at offices of Knowles, Cook st, Liverpool 
Clark, Thomas, Holme, York, Common Carrier. Mar 15 at offices of 
Green, Howden ; 
Clayton, Benjamin, Newcast'e-upon-Tyne, out of business. Mar 15 at 
3 at offices of Clark, Grainger st, West, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Clements, Thomas James, Birmiugham, Grocer. Mar 12 at offices of 
Corporation chambers, Ann st, Birmingham. Rowlands 
Clough, Robert, Great Malvern, School Master. M-r 13 at offices of 
Lambert, Foregate st, Worcester 
Cockburn, Alexander James, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Grocer, Mar 16 
at 2 at offices Elsdon, Royal arcade, Newcast!e-upon-Tyne 
Cole, Walter Charles, Gipsey Hi'l, Upper Norwood, Coal Merchant. 
Mar 22 at 3 at the Masons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Basinghall 
st. Rumney, Walbrook 
Coleman, William, and John Coleman, Chaxhill, Gloucester, Builéers. 
Mar 12 at 2.30 at offices of Be!] Hotel, Gloucester. Taynton and 
Sons, Gloucester 
Cooper, James, Birmingham, out of business. 
Fallows. Cherry st, Birmingham 
per, William, Erlestoke, Wilts, Farmer. 
Hotel, Devizes. Hancock, Devizes 
Damant, Alfred, Debenham, Suffolk, Farmer. Mar 24 at 2 at offices of 
Pollard, Lawrenve st, Ipswich 
Davey, Robert Edward, Reading, Provision Merchant. 
18, the Forbury, Reading. Cieed 
Davis, Wil'iam Henry, Birmingham, Fruiterer. 
offices of East, Temple st, Birmingham 
Dawes, James, and Joseph Edward Long, jun, Winfeor, Berks, 
Clothiers. Mar 15 at 2 at the Gulldhull Tavern, Gresham st. 
Saxelby and Faulkner, Ironmonger lane 
Drewett, Jon, and Frederick Harry French, Paul’s Bakehouse-court, 
Godliman st, Hardware Merchant. Mar15 at ll at 145, Cheapside. 
Robinson, Chrischuren passage, Newgate st 
Edwerds, George, Kingtou, Hereford, Miller. Mar 15 ati atthe City 
Arms Hotel, Her f.rd. Payter, Kington 
Edwards, Joseph, Chataam, Chatham, Grocer. Mar 15 at 12 at the 
Bull Hotel, Rochester. Mitchell, Rochester 
Foster, John Clarke Boswell, Birmingham, Commissi:n Agent. Mar 13 
at 11 at offices of Rowlands, Corporation chambers, Ann st, Bir- 
mingbam 
France, Richard Oldflel1, Hopton, York, Contractor, Mar 17 at 2 at 
the King’s Arms Ho.el, Market place, D:wsbdu y. Walker and Co, 
Dewsbu ' 
Gardner, Charles, Sandhurst. Gloncester, Farmer. “Mar 9 at 3 at the 
m Hctel, Southgate st, Bristol. Taynton and Son, Gloucester 
Gaunt, Thomas, Midd eton, L»ncashire, Pork Butcher. M.r !6at1l at 
offices of Hanchett and Watson, Church lane, Oldham 

George, Philip, Bishopstoke, Sohthampton, Coal Me ubant. Mar 12 at 
8 at offices ot Burnett, High st, Southampton. Pe:kins and Candy, 
Southampton 

Goodtass, Michae! Taylor, Skerne, York, Farmer. Mar 15 at 10 at 
offices of Jennings and Co», Great Driffie!d 

Goold, John, Ullington, Gloucester, Farmer. Mar 1s at3 at the Red 
Lion Ibn, Stratford-upon-Avon. Clarke and Co, Birmingham 

Gowing, Williem, Liverpool, Onifitter. Mar 16 at 1\ at offices of Etry, 
Lord st, Liverpool 

Grant, John, Old Broad st, Secretary to a Public Company. Mar 16 at 
3 at offices cf Brook and Chapman, Wool Exchange, Coleman st 

Green, William Llewellyn, Tunbridge Wells, Ken', out of business 
Mar 15 at 11 at the Camden Hotei, Tunbridge Wells. Rogers, Ton- 
bridge 

Gregory, Thomas Stedhen, Westport, St Mary, Wilts, Farmer. Mar 13 
at ll at the Angel Hotel, Chippenham. Pinniger und Co, Chippen- 
ham 

Groves, William, Beauchamp Roothing, Essex, Farmer. Mar 25 at 11 
at offices of Tanner, Tindal sq. Chelmsford 

Hadley, Eli, Old Hill, Stafford, Builder, Mar 15 at 11 at the Talbot 
Hotel, High st. Collis, Stourbridge 

Ha)!, Hugh, Wetherby, York, Ironmonger. 
of Crombie, Stonegate 

Hamer, Pryce, Wel-hpool, Montgomery, Grocer. Mar 17 at 12 at 
offices of Clarke, High st, Welshpool 

Hargreaves, Catherine, Manchester, Draper. Mar 17 at 11 at the 
King’s Arms Hotel, Spaing ga:dens, Manchester. Ouckworth, 
Manchester 

Harper, John Edward Lucas, Brick lane, Spitalfields, Licensed Vic- 
tualler, Mar 16 at 3 at offices of Coop+r, Chavcery lane 

Harris, John, Berks, Farmer. Mar 15 at 11 at offices of Morse Gonlter 
Hungerford 

Hobbs, William, Oxford, Lodging hous? keeper. Mar 16 at 12 at the 
Crown Hotel, Faringdon, Jotcham, Wantaze 

Hook, Richard William, Tiverton, Devon, Grocer, Mar 13 at 2 at the 
Grand Hotel, Broad st, Bristol. Loo-emoore 

Hooton, William Moue!l, sen, New Sleaford, Lincoln, Gunsmith. Mar 
16 at 12 at offices of Holditch, Westgate, New Sleatord 

Horne, Hugh, Ramsbottom, Lancaster, Waste Dealer. Muar 19 at 2.30 
at the Cutton Waste Dealer’s Exchange, Market pl, Mauchester. 
Anderton and Donelly, Bury 

Hors;0ol, Robert, Loddington, Leicester, Farmer. Mar 18 at 3 at the 
Trede Protection Society, New st, Leicester. Miles and Co, Lei- 
cester 

Huphreys, Abssiom James, Chorlton-upon-Medlock, Manchester, Tea 
and Coffee Dealer, Mar 19 at 3 at offices of Barrow and Smith, Cross 
st, Manchester 

Ingham, James, Batley Carr, York, Rag and Shoddy Merchant. Mar 
15 at 3 at offices of Scholefield and Taylor, Brunswick et, Batley 

Jay, Hubert, Kington, Hereford, Monumentsl Mason. Mar 22 at 3 at 
5 and 6 Corn sq, Le-minster 

Jones, Evan Thoma~, Kirkgate, Leeds, Beerhouse Keeper. Mar 15 at 
3 at the Law Institute, Albton p!, Leeds. Watson, Leeds 

Jones, M Ann, Eaten, Bishop, Hereford, out of business. Mar 16 
at 4 at offices of Corner, High Tuwn, Hereford 


Mar 15 at 3 at offices of 
Mar 11 at 1 at the Castle 


Mar 13 at 3 at 
Mar 13 at 10.15 at 


Mar 13 at 12.30 at offices 





—__ 


Kastner, Victor, Godalming, Surrey, Teacher of Languages, Mar 1¢ 
at 2 atthe White dart Hotel, Guildford. Cooke and Oo 

Lewis, James William, West Brom# ch, L'c nsed Vistualler. Muar 16 
at 11 at offices of Travis, Church lane, Tipton 

Lezard, Flavien Ernest, Tottenhan ct ri, Jeweller. Mar 1 at 2 at the 
Inns of Court Hotel, High Holborn. Leslie, Oonduit st, Bon’ st 

Lock, Edward, Woolwich, Boot Maker. Mar 13 at 12 at offices of 
Lloyd, London wall 

Love't, Arthur John, St Leonard’s-on-Sea, Gentleman. Mar 15 at 3 at 
offices of Neve, Norman rd, St Leonari’s-on-Se?* 

Maddocks, Thomas, Birmingham, Boot Maker, Mar 10 at 3 at offizes of 
Parry, Bennett's hill, Birmingh2m 

Mardon, John, Middlesborou h, cut of business. Muar 17 at 3 at the 
William the Fourth Inn, West st, Middlesborough. R >binson 

Marston, Robert, Bradford, York, Provision Dealer. Mar 15 at 11 
at offices of Berry and Robins»n, Charles st, Bra 'ford 

Mason, George, and Charles Hollingworth, Hunslet, near Leeds, Cab 
Proprietors, Mar 15 at3 at offices of Wood, Bank st, Leeds. Rhodes, 


Leeds 

McGinn, Joh», Midhurst, Sussex, Innkeeper. Marl5 at2at the Anza 
Hotel, Midhurst. Albery and Lucas, Midhurst 

Melhuish, Charles, Widnes, Lancester, Provision Dealer. Mar 17 at 3 at 
offices of Nordon, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Mellor, James, Marden, nr Huddersfield, Woollen Manufacturer. Marl? 
at 2.30 at offices ef Laycock and Co, Lion arcaite, Huddersfield 

Morgan, Wiliam, Swansea, Licensed Victualler. Mar 10 at 3 at offices 
of Beer, Prospect p', Swansza 

Morley, Frederick Jon, Greanwich, Plumber. Mar 16 at 3 at offices of 
Hallam, South sq, Gray’s inn 

Morris, Clement, Cranbourne st, Leicester sq. Mar 22 at 10 at offices of 
QOooke, Gray’s inn 

Morris, John, Swinton, Lancaster, Grocer. 
Doyle, Mount st, Manchester 

Murray, George, Leather lane, Holborn, General Ironmonger. Mar 16 
at 2.30 at o'tces of Wille and Watts, Grafton st, Fitzroy sq 

Mussabini, Neocles Gaspard, Salcott rd, Wandsworth «common, 
Journalist. Mar 13 at 12 at offices of Cooper, Chane-ry Jane 

Norman, A'fred, Cheltenham, Paper Dealer, Mar 16 at 10 at offices of 
Smith, Corn Exchange, Cheltenham 

Ormrod, Thomas Boothman, Lytham, Lancaster, Ironmonger. Mar 16 
at 3 at the M'tre Hotel,Manche-ter, France, Wigan 

Parrott, William Snarp, Anlaby, neor Kingston-upon-Hall, Builder, 
Mar 15 4) 11 at the George Hotel, White‘riar gate, Hull. all, 
Hul 

Percival, John, Ford st, Roman rd, Carman. Mar 12 at 10.30 at 
the Unicorn Tavern, Vivian rd, Roman rd. Hicks, Victoria 
park rd 

Percival, Robert, Maryport, Cumberland, Stonemason, Mar 16 at ll at 
Offices of Collin, Kirkby st, Maryport 

Phipps, William, jun, Painswick, Gloucester, Carpenter. 
at offices of Witchell, Lansdown, Stroud 

Pinder, Frederick, Giaudford Brigg, Scawley Brook, Lincoln, Grocer, 
Mar 16 st 11.30 at offices of England and Co, Quay st chambers, 
Kingston-upon-Hull 

Plin, Charles James, Brackenbeds, Halifax, Commercial Traveller, 
Mir 15 at 3 at offices ef Jubb, Harrison rd, Hallifax 

Powning, Richard, Stoke Devonport, Devon, Grocer. Mar 12 at 11 at 
offices of Stanbury, Princess -q, Plymouth 

Pr-ss, Joseph Philip, Bradford, York, Commission Agent. Mar 15 at 
3 at offices of Berry and Robinson, Charles st, Braiford 

Price, Mary, Flint, Grocer. Mar 16 at3 at offices of Mason, Bridge st 
row East, Chester 

Retter, William, Smallridge, Oevon, Farmer. Mar 15 at 3 at the 
Dolp»in Hotel, Honiton. Every, Honiton 

Rho’es, Alfred, and Robert Halstead, Huddersfield, Woolen Mannfac- 
turers. Mar 15 atll atthe Cherry Tree Hotel, Westgate, Hudders- 
field, Berry 

ti-hton, John, Rochdale, Lancaster, Hosier, Mar 15 at 3 at offices of 
Molesworth, Central chambers, the Walk, Rochdale 

Roan Thomas, Gloucester, Wine Merchant. Mar 10 at 2.30 at the Bell 
Hotel Gloucester. Taynton ani Sons, Glouc:ster 

Scott, George, New Brighton, Chester, Tailor. Mar 15 at 11 at offices 
of Vi: e and Son, Date st, Liverpool. Bimson, Liverpool 


Mar 17 at 3 ot offices of 


Mar 18 at 3 


Mar 15 at 3 at offices of Loseby and 


Seaton, Sampson, Blakebrook, Kidderminster, out of business, Mar !2 

at 3.30 at offic s of Corbet and Co, Church st, Kidderminster 

Sier, Richard, St Briavels, Gloucester, Builder. Mar 13 at 4 at the 
Ancel Hotel, Coleford, Goldring, Cinderford 

Simpson, Edwin, Leicester, Fish and Fruit Salesman. Mar 22 at 3at 
offices of Buckby, Pocklington’s walk, Leicester 

Smith, Arthur, Rochdale, Wneelwright, Mar 16 at 2.30 at offices of 
Brierley, Bu't's Avenue, Rochdale 

Squires, Arthur, Leicerter, Baker. 
Co, Market st, Leicester 

Standrick, William, Bristol, Grocer. Mar 11 at 12 at officea of Benson 
and Carpenter, Bank chambers, Corn st, Bristol 

Stares, Alfred, jun, Romsey, Southampton, Cattle Salesman. Mar 15 
at 3.30 at offi:es of Lamport, Portland st, Southampton 

Storm, John Harrison, Whitby, York, Shipowrer. Mar 18 at 11 at 
offices of Frankland and Co, Grape lane, Whitby 

Stretton, El:zabeth, Burton-on-Trent, Beerhouse Keey°r. Mar 15 at 2 
at the Midland Hotel, Station st, Burton-upon-Trent. Hextall,. 
Derby 

Target, Charles William, Old Kent rd, Licensed Victualler. Mar 1> 
at 3 at offices of Dear, Gresham st 

Taylor, Hardy, Flixton, York, Cattle Dealer. Mar 10 at 11 at offices 
of Rishard-on, Queen st, Scarborough 

Taylor, Mary, Chorlton-upon-Medlock, Manchoster, Maker up for 
at Mar 27 at & at at tlre York Hotel, York st, Man- 
chester 

Tennant, John, Trentham, Stafford, Farmer. Mar 15 at 3 at 12, 
Cheapside, Hanley 

Treby, George Henry, Teigmouth, Devon, Boot and Shoe Maker. 
| sg at 10 at offices of Southcott, Post Offices st, Bedford circus, 

xeter 

Tribe, Edward, Doncastar, Yerk, Innkeeper, Mar 17 at 11.30 at the 
Ram Hotel, Docaster, Wainwright and Mason, Wakefield 

Turner, George, Longton, Stafford, Fish Salesman, Mar 12 at 11 at 

the Sea Lion Hotel, High st, Hanley 


Hotel, 
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Yane, Esther, Evelyn st, Deptford, Provision Dealer. Mar 15 at 2 at 
of Lockyer, Gresham buildings, Basinghall st 

Ward, Thomas Peto, Church st, Lower Edmonton, Builder. Mar 15 at 
2 at offices of Linklater and one q rook 

Ward, William nama fg Melcombe Dorset, Farmer, Mar 15 at 11 
at offices of Howard, East st, Melcombe Regis 

Wendt, Frederick August, Broadway, Ludgate hill, Tailor. Mar 15 at 
3 at offices of Cotton, Saint Martin’s-le -Grand 

Weston, John Henry, Margravine rd, Fulham, Builder, Mar 24 at 
3 at the Mason’s Hall Tavern, Masonrjs avenus, Basinghall st. 
Rumney, Walbrook 

Wherrett, Thomas, Dursley, Gloucester, Miller. Mar 12 at 12 at offices 
of Vizard, Wenden, and Macdonald, Dursley 

White, Theodore Turpin, Windmill rd, Brenrford, Coal Merchant. 
Mar 11 at 12 at offices of Lay, Townhall, Brentford 

Whittles, George, Sheffield, Joiner. Mar 15 at 11 at offices of Porrett, 
Bank st, Sheffield 

Williams, Benjamin, Llandewy Ystradenny, Radnor, Blacksmith. Mar 
18 at 12 at offices ot Stephens, Presteign 

Wisbey, John Thomas, Tolleshunt D’Arcy, Essex. Innkeeper. Mar 15 
at 12 at the Queen’s Head Inn, Tolleshunt D’Arcy, Essex. Crick 
and Freeman, Ma'don 

Wo'd, Frederic, Abbey Wood, Erith, Kent, Schoolmaster. Mar 18 at 
3.30 at the Belvedere Hotel, Belvedere. Michael and Co, Old Jewry 

Wood, Robert, Charles William Wood, and Frederick Wood, Batley, 
York, Dyers. Mar 12 at 1 at the King’s Arms Hotel, Market place. 
Dewsbury. Walker, Batley 

Worman, John, Easton, Lincoln, Farmer. Mar 17 at 1 at the George 
Hotel, Grantham 








SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 

Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. 

The Faculty pronounce it ‘the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 
Invalids and Children.” 

Highly commended by the entire Medical Press, 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all palates, 
keeps better in ail climates, and is four times the strength of cocoas 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED with starch, &c., and IN REALITY CHEAPER 
than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break- 
fast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 

CocoaTINA A LA VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
ery Chocolate, and may be taken when richer chocolate is pro- 

‘bited. 

In tin packets at 1s, 6d., 3s., 5s. 6d., &c., by Chemists and Grocer’. 

Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZER & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 


PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 


MR. G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 
57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, BLOUMSBURY 
(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 
Vill be glad to forward his new Pamphlet gratis an4 post-free, which 
explains the only pertectly painless systerm of adapting ARTIFICIAL 
TkETH (protected by Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent), which 
have obtained five Prize Medals, London 1862, Paris 
1867, Philadelphia 1876, Vienna 1873, and New York 
1853.—Consultation daily free. 


' EDE AND 50N 


ROBE Pe MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
ToHer Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, &c. 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO, 


fORPORATION ROBES UNIVERSITY S CLERGY GOWNS, &¢ 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94. CHANCERY LANE. LONDON. 


HE MONETARY ADVANCE COMPANY 
(LIMITED) advances £30 to £1,000 at a day’s notice upon 
MORTGAGE of Furniture and other property without removal, 
sureties, or preliminary fees. London and suburbs only.—T. INGLIs, 
Manager, 34, South ton-buildings, Ch y-lane. 


UNEY.—A Gentleman, totally unconnected with 
lean offices or companies, is prepared to make immediate 
ADVANCKS, fiom £20 upwards, to respectable householders on 
‘curity of their furniture without removal, Repayable by easy in- 
Salments and ata much less rate of interest than charged by loan 
offices or companies.—Apply to Mr. Boraas, 9, Walbrook, Uity, E.C. 


NV ODEL SETS OF OFFICES (eight or sixteen 
rooms).—Two self-contained sets of premises, 14 and 15, Union- 

conrt, Old Broad-street, to be LET. Strong-room and all conveniences, 

—Mesers, DesenuaM, Tewson, & Fanmer, 80, Cheapside, E.C. 























TIMSON’S LIST of PROPERTIES for SALE 

for MARCH contains 1,000 investments, and can be had free. 

Particulars inserted without charge. It is the recognized medium for 

selling or purchasing property by private contract.—Mr. Stimson, Auc-- 
tioneer, Surveyor, and Valuer, 4, New Kent-road, 3.E. 


AW.—MANAGING CONVEYANCING CLERK. 
SHIP required by Gentleman of lengthened practical experience. 
—W., 2, Alice-villas, White Hart-lane, Wood Green, 








AW.—Advertiser is open to an Engagement as: 
Managing Chancery er General Managing Clerk, his object peirg 
to obtain his Articles for 3 years. Age 30. Fifteen years’ experience in- 
offices of leading firms. Salary moderate.—By letter,to X. ¥. Z., Mr. 
Amer, Law Stationer, Lincoln’s-inn-gateway, W.C. 


M ANAGING CLERK (admitted) WANTED.— 

Must be a skilled advocate and conveyancer, and able to con-- 
duct actions in superior courts. A knowledce of Welsh useful. A 
liberal salary will b3 given to a competent man.—Applications, with 
photograph enclosed, to be sent to Mr. WaLter H. Morean, Solicitor, 
Pontypridd (marked Private). 


M&. INDERMAUR 6(Clifford’s Inn Prizeman, 

Editor of the Law Student’s Journal, and Author of Various 

Works for Law Students) receives pupils for all legal Examinations, 
or reading both in class and privately, and also prepares students 

through the post. The number in each class is limited to12. At the 

Final (Solicitors) lately, for five terms in succession, pupils have taken 

Honours. During that time 68 sent up, of whom 61 passed, 10 of these- 
taking Honours.—For terms and further particulars apply, personally 

or by letter, to Mr. InpeRMaur, 22, Chancery-lane, London, 


M R. T. BATEMAN NAPIER, late 1st Prizeman, 
Winner of the Law Society’a only (the Scott) Scholarship for the 
year 1876, and Conveyancing Gold Medallist, prepares for the Prelim— 
inary, Intermediate, and Final. Classes for the Trmity Final commence 
on Tuesday, the 16th o f March, During the past year 28 of Mr. Napier’s- 
pupils passed out of 32 sent up. Students prepared through the 

post.—1, Mitre-court-buildings, King’s Bench-walk, Temple. 


O PARENTS and GUARDIANS.—An excellent 

opportunity is offered tc Article a Youth, age about 17, to an 

established Land and Estate Agent.—Apply, by letter, to W., care of 
Room, Peirce, & Co., 15, York-buildings, Adelphi, London, W.C. 


URNISHED OFFICE to be LET, suitable for a 
Solicitor. Rent Low——Apply, by letter, to B., care of A. Craig, 
Esq., 1, Quality-court, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


HAMBERS to LET.—Second Floor, 3, Lancaster- 

place, Strand. Bed, sitting, and dressing rooms, with w.c, em 

suite. Several excellent fittings if required by tenant.—Apply to Mr. 
Gro. CLARIDSE, 23, Harp-lane, City. 


T= INDIAN GLENRUCK GOLD MINING 

COMPANY (LIMITED).—NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN 
that, in consequence of the large number of Applications for Shares in 
this Company, the Directors will be unable to proceed to allotment 
before Monday next,the 8th instant. The Letters of Allotment and 
regret will be posted #s soon as possible after the allotment is complete. 


(By order) 
J. A. MAYS, Secretary. 
32, Queen Victoria-street, London, E.C., March 1, 1880. 


























EVERSIONARY and LIFE INTERESTS in- 
Landed or Funded Property or other Securities and ANNUITIES 
purchased, or Loans thereon granted, by the 
EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 
10, LANCASTER PLACE, WATERLOO BRIDGE, STRAND. 
Establisted 1835. Paid-up Capital, £480,000. 
If required, Interest on Loans may be capitalized. ‘ 
F. 8S. CLAYTON, Joint 
C. H. CLAYTON, § Secretaries. 
ESTABLISHED 1851. 
IRE E EC Ss BAN K.— 
Current Accounts opened according to the usual practice ot other 
Bankers, and Interest allowed on the minimum monthly balances. No ‘ 
commission charged for keeping Accounts. The Bank also receives 
money on Deposit at Three and a half per cent. Interest, repayable on 
demand. The Bank undertakes for its Customers, free of charge, the 
custody of Deeds, Writings, and other Securities and Valuables ; the col- 
lection of Bills of Exchange, Dividends, and Coupons; and the purchase 
and sale ot Stocks and Shares. Letters of Credit and Circular Notes 
issued for all parts of Europe and elsewhere. A Pamphlet, with full par- 


icnlars, on application. 
maiskiitiag FRANCIS RAVENSCROFT, Manager. 
Southampton-buildings, Chancery-lane. 
* ’ 
ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER'S 
LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, including 
Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting and Shooting 
Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent Charges, House and 
Investments gonerally, is published on the first day of each month, 
and may be obtained, free ofcharge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, B C. 
or will be sent by postin return for two stamps,—Particulars for inser. 
tion should be received not later thay four days previous tothe end: 
o the preceding month. 


qrewnmneeanennainactoaes 








SOLICITORS JOURNAL. March 6, 1880, 





—_——. 
“tenets BASF $$ 


UNIVERSITY OF LONDON. 


NOTICE is HEREBY GIVEN, that on WEDNESDAY, 28th of April next, the Senate will proceed to elect Examiners in the 
following ‘departments :— 








Examinerships. (Each) Present EXAMINERS. 
d : Arts AND SCIENCE. £200 i. Paley, M.A. 
Two in Classics James S, — Esa.» Lu.M., M.A, 
. Prof. He Morley. 
Two in the English Language, Literature, and History....ssssssssssscesssssssssrsssssvssvvnveene £120 } prong ey MOMOY 


acant. 
Prof. Cassal, LL.D. 
Two in the French Language and Literature : ns £100 Vasant. / 
Prof. Schaible, Ph.D., M.D. 
Two in the German Language and Literature nn am a Vacant. * 


Two in the Hebrew Text of the Old Testament, the Greek Text of the New Testament, R. Lubbock Bensly, Esq., M.A. 
the Evidences of the Christian Religion, and Scripture History ....10...cccsssesseecseroeess £50 ) Rev. W. F. Moulton, D.D., M.A. 
< - Prof. Jevons, LL.D., M.A., F.R.8. 
‘Two in Mental and Moral Science ..... ae £80 ) James Sully, Esq., M.A. 
2 ae Herbert 8. Foxwell, Esq., M.A. 
Two in Political E You . “ £30 } Prof. J. E. Thorold Rogers, MA. me 
J. Hopkin: Esq., D.Sc., M.A., F.R.S, 
Two in Mathematics and Natural Philosophy £200 Vacmet. aeeietens . . 
e . ‘ Prof. W. G, Adams, M.A., F.R.S. 
Two in Experimental Philosophy oe William Garnett, Esq., M.A. 
, . Prof. Debus, Ph.D., F.R.S. 
‘Two in Chemistry Prof, Dewar MAwERS. 
. T. Thisel D Esq., M.A., B.Sc. 
Two in Botany and Vegetable Physiology . apsseesess f dag ae Ripe, SG, . 
. | Prof. E. Ray Lankester, M.A., F.R.S. 
Two in Comparative Anatomy and Zoology ......sese0 - ‘ oo ee ome A. Milnes Marshall, D.8¢., M.A. 
. Davies Rob Esq., D.8c., M.A. 
Two in Geology and Palzontology —— ee 



































Two in Jurisprudence, Roman Law, ‘ime of Legislation, and International Law ... as ~ A. Santer, A. 

Two in Equity and Real Property Law.... ‘ oe hes o, aeze Ey 84 ae 
Two in Common Law and Law and Principles of Evidence sesscsenvecsacessevsscecsscececsoete St Ae tla mon i. S° 
Two in Constitutional History of England aia Dani. decues Boborinon, 0d. 








i ici meeennianse . W. H. Dickinson, Esq., M.D. 

TORT FROMM ccneisenetevsencesesces» . jaccneaneen acccccevcoeseccoosvececes C. Hilton Fagge, Esq., MD. 
" Forster, Esq. B. 
Two in Surgery ..... . a. Senay orster, Esq., 
i Prof. Curnow, M.D. 
Two in Anatomy ...... re eeccecee Prof. Rediern’ M.D. 

i ; P. H. Pye-Smith, E-q, M.D.. B.A. 
SE -oe soos Prof. Burdon Sanderson, M.D., F.B.S. 
Two in Obstetric Medicine : —— ervis, Esq., M.D. 

f. E. B, M.D. 
Two in Materia Medica and Pharmaceutical Chemistry ......cccssecssescssrsssserees : > B, Baxter, 
‘ > Prof. Ferrier, M.D., M.A., F.R.S. 
Tapia Mansaes Matias : Thomas Stevenson, Esq., M.D. 























The Examiners above named are re-eligible, and intend to offer themselves for re-election. , y 
Candidates must send in their names to the Registrar. with any attestation of their qualifications they may think desirable, on or before 
Tuesday, March 30th, It is particularly desired by the Senate that no personal application of any kind be made to its individual Members, 


By order of the Senate, 
University of London, Burlington-gardens, W., March 2nd, 1880. ARTHUR MILMAN, M.A.,, Registrar. 








AN IMPORTANT CONVENIENCE TO LAW WRITERS AND RESTAURANT PARISIEN 
: SOLICITORS. LATE MADME. JANET), 
STEPHENS’ SCARLET INK FOR STEEL PENS.| 10, casTLE-STRERT, HOLBORN 


i ; : (OPPOSITE THE PRUDENTIAL INSURANCE COMPANY). 

aden ae os ag Menggt-o weg = peo Ang by vs po First-class Luncheon Bar for gentlemen in the ee ee ra 
Metallic Pens. Steel Pens left in this ink for months do not impair | ®"4 prog a Rooms. Mey © = toa Bog ee 
the beauty of its colour, nor are the Pens im the least corroded by it. and 10s. 6d. Wi = st cap Ch : ost Wi bi he r and 8 irits.— 
The existing Red Inks rapidly destroy Steel Pens, and lose their red | Charge for yoo ja Orté. soit a i 

colour if used with other than Gold or Quill Pens, This new colour | Proprietors, Dorre Broruers. —ss 
isa very rich scarlet red of great beauty. The colour of this ink is : $ 
not affected by use upon parchment, and is consequently of great The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1879 
value to Solicitors and Draughtsmen. 08 tice 

Sold in stone bottles, retail at 1s., 2s.,3s; and Imperial Quarts of | Every requisite onder the above Acts supplied on the shortest 20! 
41 ounces at 6s.each. Also in glass bottles at 6d. and le. each. 














The BOOKS ana FORMS kept in stock for immediate us¢ 

PARTRIDGE & COOPER. MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily print 

WHOLESALE AND RETAIL STATIONERS | TyriGhtes, DEBENTURES ban cnn eoned aed printed, OFFICAL 
192, Fleet-street, and | & 2, Chancery-lane, London, E,C. SEALS designed and executed. 

Carriage paid to the Country on Orders exceeding 20s, 


Drart Pare, 5s., 6s. 6d., 78. 64., 78. 9d.,and 9s. 94. per ream. Solicitors’ Account Books. 
Barizr Paper, 15s, 6d., 178. 62., and 23s. 6d. per ream. ge pS go 


Setiniak Gmivca ' RICHARD FLINT & CO. 
LarGet Caxam~-.aip Note, 48. 64., 6s. 6d., and 8s. per ream, tioners, Printers, Engravers, tion 


Sta Registration Agents, &., 
Larce Buve Nore, 38. 6d., 4s. 6d., and 6s. 6d. per ream, 49, FLEET- TREET, LONDON, E.C. (corner of Serjeant 
Envx.opxs, Cream or Buovg, 3s, 9d., 4s. 6d., and 6s. 6d. per 1000, i 
— 7 ~ease x reef ama extra secure, 9s. 6d. per 1000, 
OOLSCAP OFFICIAL Enve ores, ls. 9d. per 100. ~ o 
PartTeipce & Cooren’s VeLLum Wove Cius-Hovse Nore, 9s. 64. | ° Creeeeee ’S LL WHISKY. 
—— This a Paper aoe. aya up a on = worthless | 2! 0 ana 
imitations. Purchasers are particularly requested to observe that “INAHAN’S TT, W 3 Pure, Mild an 
each sheet bears the fac-simile water-mark, ‘‘ PARTRIDGE & seaman - Li WEA. 2 ~ recom 
x '? x : 
> oe dy. ooo CLUB-HOUSE PAPER,” without mended by the Profession. The Cream of Old Irish Whiskies. —_ 


ingesrroes Saree, jfrinted and Machme-ruled, 2s. 64, ob, 288, per INAHAN'S LL WHISKY. | Dr. Hassall says 
— on FouLowers, Ruled, 2s. 1d, each, 24s, per dozen, 115s, per quality.”’ : : : 

RRooRDs on MemoRIALs, 84. each, 7s. 6d. per dozen, INAHAN’S LL WHISKY. Gold Medal, a a4 
ta er es Se ee ey eee Dot | TA es ee 








inn). 
Annnal] and other Returna Stamned and Filet. 











